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John Beaumont’s newest book, The 
Mississippi Flows Into the Tiber, 
will make a perfect Christmas gift 
to friends, family, Catholics and 
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ing to do some light reading before y [a 
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The Mississippi Flows Into the Tiber | 
reads more like an encyclopedia with 
short, sweet articles that will leave 
you feeling optimistic about our 
Situation In the modern world. 
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LETTERS 


GRETA THURNBERG 


My reaction / observations on 
the Greta Thunberg article in the 
November Culture Wars: 

The phenomenon of Greta 
Thunberg competes with presi- 
dential impeachment trials and 
other events for space in the 24- 
hour news cycle. As Andy Warhol 
is reputed to have said, everyone 
has 15 minutes of fame, and Greta 
Thunberg is probably approach- 
ing the 14-minute mark, so there 
is little point dwelling on her. The 
climate hysteria caravan will move 
on after this particular dog has fin- 
ished barking. However, it is worth 
considering the how, why and who 
of the story, and Dr. Jones gives us 
his typically idiosyncratic take on 
the whole thing in his article “The 
Religion of Greta Thunberg.” 

Like all Dr. Jones’ expositions 
of things and ideas, one wishes it 
were about 20 pages longer, be- 





cause it raises more questions than 
it answers. After a few columns of 
background on why Sweden is the 
way that it is today (an odd place, 
by all metrics) and Foucault’s ap- 
proach to mental illness, he goes 
into the Thunberg story and zeroes 
in on the psychology of fear, the 
problems of growing up without 
a mother and, though he does not 
state it in so many words, a dys- 
functional family surrounded by 
the madness of Sweden’s educa- 
tional system. He makes the point 
that climate hysteria provides a 
convenient scape goat for Greta’s 
issues, which can in fact be attrib- 
uted to the mother and father, and 
to the wider Swedish society. 
Logically, and this is the point 
that Dr. Jones made in his Red Ice 
interview, if one does not believe 
in God, one ends up believing in 
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something else. The result of athe- 
ism on the grand scale is to assume 
that humans must take responsibil- 
ity for everything, since there is no 
God who can be blamed or called 
upon. removed divine 
providence and sin from the pic- 
ture, one is tempted to treat mental 
illness as an aberration or failure 
of the system, and, where climate 
change is concerned, to demand 
that humans take action to rectify 
the damage that they have done. 
Another point alluded to in the 
article, but not followed up, con- 
cerns mental illness. If we can have 


Having 


gender diversity, surely we can have 
neuro diversity — why should peo- 
ple be discriminated against for 
apparent madness if they cannot 
be discriminated against for gender 
fluidity, for example? ‘This logically 
follows from the basic assumption 
that nothing is knowable or ob- 
jectively definable — if gender is a 
social construct and has no ob- 
jective being, neither does sanity. 
Greta’ doctor appears not to have 
followed this line: he threatened to 
commit her, which seems to have 
shaken her out of her fixation with 
gnocchi, at least. 

To return to Dr. Jones’ point: in 
a sense, the Greta phenomenon 
is uninteresting apart from its be- 
ing an outcome of Sweden's social 
engineering. One would like to 
know more about why and how 
Sweden was so susceptible to this 
kind of self-induced mind con- 
trol. Did individual Swedes see 
what was happening in the 1950s 
and 1960s? Did anyone speak out 
about what was being done? Is, or 
was there something about Sweden 
that made it susceptible as a center 
for social experimentation? And 
should we expect to see more Gre- 
tas? 


In a sense, we have. The Greta 
type — disturbed adolescent, liv- 
ing in a dysfunctional family and 
society, who fixates on an issue 
and is encouraged to do so, albeit 
passively, by parents and the wider 
society, is not isolated. School 
shooters are of the same kind, as 
are some politicians. And here I 
think Dr. Jones misses an opportu- 
nity: given this type of person and 
the associated background, will we 
not see more as societies increas- 
ingly lose direction, jettison basic 
behavioural assumptions and _ pat- 
terns, and fall farther into the grip 
of collective madness? 

The other point that Dr. Jones 
alludes to in the Red Ice interview, 
but not so obviously in the maga- 
zine, is the similarity between cli- 
mate hysteria and mass movements. 
One can read of millennial cults in 
the middle ages, single issue cults 
like the Cathars and movements 
such as the Mormons or people 
who fear alien abduction. That cli- 
mate hysteria has corporate money 
behind it makes it more powerful 
than the others, but no less luna- 
tic. Does climate hysteria substi- 
tute for religion as do other cults? 
Medjugorje springs to mind — a 
visionary, spouting vaguely horta- 
tive messages, but nothing specific, 
backed by some serious money, 
captures devotion in a way that 
normal church attendance and re- 
ligious rituals do not. One wonders 
whether movements of this kind 
are not symptomatic of our age, 
and whether we will see more of 
them. If this is the case, others may 
not be so pacific and fundamen- 
tally harmless as the Greta crusade. 
Wait until a teenage visionary is 
inspired to kill masses of people in 
the name of love, science, progress, 
peace or human evolution. Sound 


familiar? So Dr. Jones has opened 
up a new avenue for consideration 
— psychological analysis of the re- 
sults of revolutions and the culture 
wars. Greta is a casualty of the cul- 
ture wars. [his does not mean that 
we should, out of mistaken charity, 
ignore her excesses, but it does pro- 
vide a way of understanding her. 
Applied to areas closer to home, 
psychology might explain a great 
deal that has happened in the cul- 
ture wars and, more importantly, 


what will happen. 


Peter Barlow 
peter@consultpacific.com 


A CATHOLIC BOY & 
BERTRAND RUSSELL 


The October article by E. Mi- 
chael Jones about Bertrand Russell 
calls to mind a true story. There 
was once a Catholic boy who pos- 
sessed exceptional gifts. He was a 
high achiever both academically 
and athletically. He was handsome, 
kind-hearted and _ charismatic, 
exerting an influence on others 
without deliberately trying to do 
so. Educated at the best Catholic 
schools, he consistently stood first 
in his class and won numerous 
scholarships. He had a vast circle of 
friends. Though some of his friends 
were high achievers like himself, 
others were waifs and strays whom 
he more or less adopted and en- 
couraged along their own path. 
One might almost say he had a 
following. He was fervent and joy- 
ful in his Catholic faith. Then, one 
day, he came across the essay by 
Bertrand Russell “Why I Am Not 
a Christian.” 

Russell's essay caused him to 
doubt the Catholic faith for the 
first time. To his credit, he sought 


advice from a Catholic priest. The 
priest laughed, patted him on the 
back, and said he should concen- 
trate on his studies and not worry 
about religion. This advice was 
taken to heart. The Catholic boy 
who was now a young man at- 
tended Harvard University and 
eventually taught there in the field 
of social sciences. In the meantime, 
he abandoned his faith, got tan- 
gled up with a Jewish prostitute 
and began to talk openly about the 
rewards of masturbation, money 
and marijuana. After the Jewish 
prostitute, he had sexual relation- 
ships with women of various back- 
grounds. One or two of them were 
his equals academically but most 
were not. All this time his aca- 
demic career stayed on track and 
he retained his good looks. How- 
ever, his personality took on dis- 
turbing aspects of sarcasm, lethargy 


and self-absorption. 

Eventually he entered into a civil 
marriage with a morose though 
physically attractive woman with 
no religious afhliation. Together 
they had children who were never 
baptized or instructed in any faith, 
let alone the one true Catholic 
faith. ‘Their civil marriage lasted, 
even though they did not seem 
happy. Shortly after retirement, 
he was diagnosed with progressive 
dementia and turned into a bab- 
bling idiot. At that stage, some of 
his old charm occasionally resur- 
faced, but not his Catholic faith. 
After sojourns in several long-term 
care facilities, he fell into a coma 
and died. His wife and children 
wrote an entertaining obituary but 
allowed no funeral or burial. His 
mortal remains were burnt up and 
thrown away. 

Jones wrote, “Ihe whole point 
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of science in Russell’s view is to 
eliminate the Church as the arbiter 
of ultimate reality, so that Russell 
can act on his illicit sexual desires 
without suffering the pangs of con- 
science.” To eliminate the Church, 
Russell seduced one soul at a time. 
Yet he is not necessarily the villain 
in the piece. Remember the priest 
who rejected a direct plea for ad- 
vice about religion from a Catholic 
boy on the verge of losing his faith. 


Lise Anglin 
Toronto, Canada 


EX-SATANIST ZACH KING 


Re the letters page: I agree with 
Lise Anglin from Toronto about 
Satan's willingness to engage in 
battle with strong Christians, con- 
trary to Zach King's (clearly gen- 
uine) belief. I recently read "Free- 
dom from Evil Spirits" by exorcist 
Fr Pat Collins and "People of the 
Lie" by M Scott Peck, and they 
both describe the phenomenon of 
Satan targeting devout Christians. 
Until recently, I was genuinely 
bafHed by such phenomena as the 
stigmata of St. Padre Pio and the 
anguish suffered by other great 
saints, including Mother ‘Theresa. 

Lise wanted to know what Zach 
himself is doing now. He is now 
blind, discredited by old friends 
and sceptical Christians, but con- 
tinuing to campaign against abor- 
tion through his book and CDs. 
He would be a good subject for an 
article in the magazine if someone 
living near him could do an ex- 
tended interview, face-to-face. 

I used to think Satan was an ab- 
stract idea, but what I have read 
recently has convinced me that Sa- 
tan is indeed oppressing those of 
us who have done battle with the 
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agenda of evil. John Waters, Kevin 
Myers, Jordan Peterson, yourself of 
course, and, to a lesser extent, jour- 
nalists such as myself (still working 
for the "mainstream media" but 
only allowed write about non-con- 
tentious subjects) have all suffered 
consequences in our careers, health 
and personal lives. 

It is oddly therapeutic and even 
encouraging to know that our mis- 
fortunes are signs that we are do- 
ing something right. We are more 
than ready to do battle with Satan; 
suffering is a badge of honour; 
even the fear of future suffering is 
a reminder that we are on the right 


path. 
Geraldine Comiskey 


geraldinecomiskey@gmail.com 


ROSARY BOWL 


I recently attended the Rosary 
Bowl in Ottawa, Canada. The 
main story I learned is that of Our 
Lady of the Cape. Fr. Jacques Bu- 
teux is the man who gave the town 
of Cap-de-la-Madeleine its name 
in 1651, the place where Cana- 
da’s national Marian Shrine today 
stands. He was a Jesuit priest in 
seventeenth century Canada, and 
you are sure to appreciate the he- 
roic missionary work that he was 
involved with. He and his fellows 
worked to teach the First Nations 
people how to work the land and 
establish Christian communi- 
ties. What is especially interesting 
about Fr. Jacques’ records is what 
he had to say about the Rosary. 
Where other priests’ records from 
that time make reference to the ro- 
sary as a good means of indicating 
the shape of a thing, or of counting 
time (indicating that it was a com- 
monly held item in early Canada), 


Fr. Jacques noted the power of the 
rosary as a means for evangeliza- 
tion. First Nations peoples were 
often given rosaries and taught to 
pray them when they visited set- 
tlements like Trois-Rivieres (near 
Cap-de-la-Madeleine) at the same 
time they were being taught about 
sowing the land. It was as a result 
of such gifts of the rosary that Fr. 
Jacques was amazed when, after 
travelling for 6 weeks—on some 
days travelling through snow for 
10 hours straight without break, 
during which times he and his fel- 
low travellers would pray the Ro- 
sary privately for comfort—he ar- 
rived at a First Nations settlement, 
only to have the first thing he saw 
be a large crucifix mounted prom- 
inently in the village. The village 
also had a hut especially for prayer, 
decorated with blue fabrics and 
images and smaller crucifixes. 
What amazed Fr. Jacques the 
most, however, was the knowledge 
the First Nations people displayed 
of the Faith after he questioned 
them. It did not take long to realize 
what had caused all of this: every 
person in the village had their own 
rosary, and prayed it often. The 
First Nations had even had a cus- 
tom of burying their dead with the 
deceased’s rosary wrapped around 
their hands, but by the time Fr. 
Jacques reached their settlement 
(the first settler to ever reach that 
area of land) the First Nations had 
replaced this tradition with an- 
other, where the deceased’s rosary 
would be passed on to the son, or 
to another, who would pray it of- 
ten for the sake of the deceased’s 
soul. All of this faith, all of this un- 
derstanding and devotion was able 
to emerge in a community of for- 
mer savages (not to be disparaging) 
thanks to their devotion to Our 


Mother's Most Holy Rosary. 
About 40 years after Fr. Jacques 


was ambushed and killed by 
not-yet-converted Iroquois, 
Cap-de-la-Madeleine, which he 


founded, became a center for the 
local branch of the Confraternity 
of the Most Holy Rosary. Fast for- 
ward a few centuries: In the late 
nineteenth century, Fr. Luc Desi- 
lets was overseeing a parish in Cap- 
de-la-Madeleine near Trois-Rivieres 
in Quebec, Canada. Five priests 
before him had already tried and 
failed to revive the dying parish 
and increase attendance (there were 
200 or so Catholic families, 1000 
Catholic people in this commu- 
nity, but only ten or so would listen 
to Fr. Luc while he was there). It 
was beginning to look like Fr. Luc 
would fail also. On the eve of the 
Feast of the Ascension in 1867 (the 
year of Canada’s Confederation), 
Fr. Luc encouraged the commu- 
nity to come to Confession, and he 
stayed there the entire night, wait- 
ing, but not a single person came. 
With his head bowed, Fr. Luc en- 
tered the chapel, thinking he had 
reached “rock bottom,” only to 
find beside the altar a pig chewing 
on a rosary. He retrieved the ro- 
sary and chased the pig away, and 
as he held the beads in his hand a 
thought came to him: “The people 
have dropped the rosary, and the 
swine have picked it up.” 

Inspired by this event, he made 
a vow to re-establish the Confra- 
ternity of the Most Holy Rosary 
in the Cape and began to preach 
about the rosary to his parishio- 
ners, and spoke about the Con- 
fraternity especially. He was a 
cautious priest, and wrote to his 
superiors to confirm that his ac- 
tions were acceptable. Within 6 
years the once near-empty church 


was no longer large enough to fit 
all of the people who were coming 
to attend the Holy Sacrifice of the 
Mass. In 1878 it was decided that 
the church needed to be upgraded. 
However, Cap-de-la-Madeleine is 
built on sand, and so the stones for 
a new, larger church would have to 
be brought from elsewhere — in this 
case, the other side of the St. Law- 
rence River, which is more than 
a mile wide at Cap-de-la-Made- 
leine. Boats were not feasible for 
the movement of large foundation 
stones, so the hope and plan was 
to carry stones across the river dur- 
ing the winter, when it froze over. 
However, the winter of 1878-1879 
was unusually mild, and the river 
did not freeze as hoped. Fr. Luc 
asked his parish to pray the rosary 
for an ice bridge through the win- 
ter and beyond. The people’s faith 
(as is always the case in matters 
such as these) was severely tested, 
for even towards the end of May, 
when the worst of winter was long 
past, Fr. Luc persisted and asked 
for the rosary prayers to continue. 
Miraculously, chunks of ice floated 
down the river and fell together to 
form a bridge of ice right beside 
Cap-de-la-Madeleine. Parishioners 
poured water over the bridge to 
strengthen it and then were able 
to use it to move their stones for 
the new church across the mile- 
wide river. There exists records in 
mid-May of this year of impatient 
farmers, unable to believe that an 
ice bridge could form so late in the 
season, took boats across the river, 
which was in this area at this time 
free of any ice! 

Ten years later, in 1888, Fr. Luc 
was praying with two others in the 
old church, where a statue of Our 
Lady, Queen of the Most Holy Ro- 


sary still remained, when all three 


of them witnessed the statue’s eyes 
open. Fr. Luc was a cautious priest, 
as said before, so he moved all 
around the alcove to perceive the 
statue from all different angles to 
ensure that what they were seeing 
was not an illusion. Word spread 
of this miracle, and pilgrimages 
to the statue began; healing mira- 
cles were first reported beginning 
in 1892. This image has been cor- 
onated twice, once by Pope Pius 
X and again by Pope Pius XI. In 
1947 was the Marian Congress in 
Ottawa, of which was said by the 
Bishop of Lyons: “As Bishop of 
Lyons for eight years, I have seen 
magnificent celebrations; Ottawa 
has surpassed them all. ... It will 
not be possible, from now on, to 
evoke feasts in honor of the Blessed 
Virgin without recalling the name 
of Ottawa.” From the beginning 
there were intentions by the or- 
ganizers to have continual prayer 
throughout the 47-days of the pro- 
cessions, and a strong desire for 
individual consecrations to the Im- 
maculate Heart of Mary — and 1.3 
million consecrations were made 
by the end of the congress. This 
congress included the arrival in 
Ottawa of a replica of the statue in 
Cap-de-la-Madeleine. This replica 
travelled through 340 Canadian 
towns before reaching Ottawa, and 
there were many healing miracles 
associated with the pilgrimage of 
this statue, just as there were with 
pilgrimages to the original statue 
itself. A woman abandoning her 
crutches, a case of meningitis 
cured instantaneously, a cancer- 
ous tumour cured, a child victim 
of infantile paralysis beginning to 
walk before the Madonna, and a 
blind man regaining his sight. But 
more incredible than these mira- 
cles are the countless numbers who 
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returned to faith in Christ — as is 
too commonly the case — through 
Mary. Fast forward again to today: 
On August 17, 2019, in Ottawa 
a Black Mass was held, whose evil 
details I have no interest in describ- 
ing. 

What I will mention are details, 
recounted elsewhere, of the Cath- 
olic presence at this Black Mass, 
protesting with icons, crucifixes, 
and rosaries the evil celebration: 
how Catholics could scare a man 
making demonic noises away with 
a single united utterance of “Hail 
Mary,” or how a Protestant with 
a megaphone suddenly, as if pos- 
sessed by Satan, felt the need to be- 
gin preaching against the Catholics 
for their love of Mary, cursing 
them even more than the Satanists 
themselves. 

Then we have the Rosary Bowl 
a few days later, on August 22, 
2019, also in Ottawa. It was an 
attempt to recognize and remem- 
ber the importance of the Rosary 
as highlighted by Our Lady of the 
Cape, by bringing people together 
to pray it. It drew on the power of 
the 1947 Marian Congress, on the 
memory of Fathers Jacques Buteux 
and Luc Desilets, on the miracles 
of the eyes and the ice bridge. 
When viewed from a distance, 
these threads all seem to come to- 
gether like — if you will — beads on 
a chain. It seems undeniable to me 
that evil flourishes where devotion 
fails, and it is undeniable when 
considering the miracle of the ice 
bridge, or the famous battle of Le- 
panto, or the more recent successes 
that countries like Poland, Hun- 
gary, Italy, and Brazil have been 
having as a result of their strongest 
men standing along the borders 
and praying the Rosary, or their 
political leaders themselves kissing 
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the rosary and consecrating their 
nations to the Immaculate Heart of 
Mary! It was not just Our Lady of 
the Cape who made clear the im- 
portance of the Rosary; Our Lady 
of Fatima encouraged us to pray it 
every day! 

We know the people in the world 
who are fighting against us, attack- 
ing the Church, and waging war 
against the good, against Logos, 
but none of these people could 
have achieved what they have 
without the assistance of demonic 
minds much greater than our own. 
We need to renounce the heresy of 
modernism and understand that 
this is truly a spiritual war and we 
will not win it without devotion, 
without prayer, especially to Mary 
via meditating on her life and the 


life of Christ through the Rosary. 


M. Wilson 
MLWilson@pm.me 





TV MOMS 


If you're wondering "whodunit" 
in any recent British TV detective 
shows, bet on a character who's a 
mother. Of course, few of these 
killer moms are the real thing, i-e., 
selfish women who abort their own 
children. No, these murderous TV 
mothers are driven by that most 
desperate of all motives, fanatical 
mother love. I don't know of any 
real-life examples of such murder- 
ous moms. Yet homicidal home- 
makers are overtaking white male 
sex maniacs as predictable perps 
in these contemporary British dra- 
mas. Of course these shows are not 
just "dramas," they're propaganda 
vehicles. It's quite obvious that 
BBC has decided to portray moth- 


erhood as an evil thing. 


Roderic L. Notzon 
Tulsa, Oklahoma 





LETS TRICK THE GOYIM 


Antisemitism is a rhetorical and 
psychological trick on the Goyim, 
or non-Jewish humanity, from the 
viewpoint of ethnocentric Jews. 
The concept is based on the false 
notion that there is something in- 
nately wrong with anyone who 
criticizes Jews as a people, or even 
at times Jewish or Israeli policies, 
or even Jewish individuals, or Jew- 
ish arguments about how to view 
and live in the world. It assumes 
any criticism towards Jews, includ- 
ing their history, culture, norms, 
and now, nation, is of a unique na- 
ture that criticism of other groups 
is not. THAT IS FALSE. And that 
is the basic lie behind the concept. 
It also implies that such criticisms 
are always untrue. Which in turn 
implies that the Jews are the one 
people to be assumed to always 
be in the right on anything con- 
cerning their political, cultural, 
or normative behaviors that are of 
any consequence or bear on their 
relationships with others. ‘That is 
absurd. 

I've asked Jews, including rab- 
bis, for answers as to why antisem- 
itism exists. They never admit to 
any cause and effect in relationship 
to the existence of the word and 
meaning behind it, with the excep- 
tion of the self-adjulation of saying 
others are jealous of their gifts and 
superior positions in society as in 
relation to themselves. Lol. What 
hutspa! (chutzpah) 

The truth is there are quite natu- 
rally explainable causes for Jews to 
have been not well received in the 
many societies they've been in over 
history. One is their refusal to ac- 
cept the norms of others and their 
rejection of other cultures which 
they resided in. Not only the re- 
jection, but the injection of them- 


selves into the social fabric with an 
aim of changing other cultures to 
accommodate Jewish aims and in- 
terests, even it it meant loss of self- 
determination for the host culture 
and nation, that has caused some 
to dislike them as guests in their 
nations. 

Actually their historical foot- 
print has been rather small on the 
world stage until the use of Jews as 
estate handlers for European aris- 
tocracy and Royalty in the middle 
ages, due mostly to the anti-usury 
church teachings of the times. Of 
course the aristocracy had another 
reason to use them to help oppress 
the native population for the bene- 
fit of the lords. As a foreign peoples 
they could be used to help suppress 
the native population without fear 
of having them turn on the lords 
and royalty for having kinship 
sympathies with the commoners. 

The greatest uptick in Jewish 
power came from the extreme 
wealth created by central bank- 
ing and the wizardry of the Roth- 
schilds in accumulation of other 
peoples’ money thereby. The Roth- 
schild family patriarch was a "se- 
rious Jew" who viewed the world 
as divided between the Jew and 
the Goyim. It is the use of that 
money and power in the service of 
promoting Jewish dominance that 
has gained the Jewish dominance 
in banking, publishing and media 
in general, politics and such in the 
world today. Not all Jews are thusly 
empowered thereby, of course, 
but they surely do not suffer as a 
result, excepting for times when 
that power is overcome by another 
power, such as when they have 
been expelled by rulers who wished 
to take back control of their na- 
tions. Then the whole of the Jewish 
populations were unfairly held to 


blame for the Jewish power elites’ 
sins. All of these things are at the 
root of what's called antisemitism. 
Let it suffice to say that just as 
we Europeans are free to criticize 
ourselves, our elites etc. we should 
feel free to criticize the Jews. That 
is not antisemitism. [hat is fair and 
balanced. 
John R. Howes 
St. Petersburg, Florida 


CATHOLIC EDUCATION 


I am a graduate of Catholic ed- 
ucation, grades 2-12. I come from 
the Diocese of Fort Wayne-South 
Bend. I have since moved away, 
ironically due to the lack of eco- 
nomic opportunity in the area 
currently run by mayor Pete. It oc- 
curred to me the other day that the 
most famous graduate from this di- 
ocese currently is the South Bend, 
IN mayor, Pete Buttigieg. This is 
a terrible optic for the diocese and 
for Catholic education in general. 
Mayor Buttigieg is the son of a 
University of Notre Dame profes- 
sor and the valedictorian of St. Jo- 
seph High School in South Bend. 
While this should have been an in- 
dicator of good things to come for 
the Catholic Church, somewhere 
things went south. Since his grad- 
uation, although I applaud his mil- 
itary service as a reservist myself, he 
has failed to live up to what may 
have been expected of him. After 
high school he was apostatized, 
became an active homosexual, and 
has received a "Christian marriage" 
with another male. Continuing 
down this road, a few months ago 
while on The Breakfast Club radio 
show as a campaign promotion, 
he suggested that because the Bi- 
ble talks about "the breath of life," 
abortion could be thought of as 
not being immoral because the 


first breath hasn't been taken. This 
is a perverse reading and made me 
consider where he got this idea. 
Certainly sexual morality was cov- 
ered at his Catholic school? Abor- 
tion is another topic I know must 
have been covered having com- 
pleted reports on both topics as a 
Catholic high school graduate. Be- 
ing honored as Valedictorian, you 
must conclude that he received 
great marks on all of his areas of 
study while in school. Somewhere 
along the line, the school and dio- 
cese failed Mr. Buttigieg. I wonder 
about the state of Catholic educa- 
tion in America. I will be married 
next summer and because of re- 
cent legislation passed in Illinois 
regarding the mandatory teaching 
of "LGBT History" in grades K-12 
to be implemented, my fiance 
and I have concluded that public 
schools are not an option and we 
plan to send any children we have 
to Catholic schools. I now wonder 
whether or not Catholic schools 
will be much better and teaching 
the Church's doctrines on moral- 
ity seeing the products from my 
own school and my home diocese's 
most famous alumnus, Pete But- 
tigieg. He has clearly shown since 
then that he has not carried any 
of the moral teachings with him 
and thus not deserving of it. Joe 
Biden was recently justly refused 
communion while attending Mass. 
While Pete Buttigieg is no longer 
Catholic in practice or in name, it 
is important, I feel, to keep up the 
pressure on these politicians as well 
as leaders of the Catholic Church. 
The Church needs to clearly state 
that these people do not represent 
Catholic morals and that we abhor 
their beliefs and actions. 


Joseph Monhaut 


joseph.monhaut@gmail.com 
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ATH WATCH 


SHOULD JOE BIDEN RECEIVE COMMUNION? 
FR. MOREY VS. CARDINAL DOLAN 


If you haven't heard already, Fr. 
Robert Morey, pastor of St. An- 
thony’s Catholic Church in Flo- 
rence, South Carolina, refused 
to give communion to Joe Biden 
when Biden attended the church 
on October 27, 2019 while on a 
campaign tour in the state. I want 
to say up front that Fr. Morey is 
a close personal friend of mine 
whom I have known for almost 20 
years. We regularly had lunch to- 
gether when he was pastor of my 
church in Hagerstown, MD, and 
he performed baptisms for several 
of my children. I can safely say that 
he is one of the most orthodox and 
faithful priests I have ever had the 
privilege of knowing. Prior to be- 
ing a priest, Robert E. Morey was 
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an attorney for the Regan admin- 
istration in the 1980s. Long story 
short, besides being one of the 
most humble clerics I know, Fr. 
Morey knows 
his stuff, both 
from the polit- 
ical angle and 
the ecclesiastical. Nothing gets by 
him, least of all crooked politicians 
trying to make a show of holiness 
to the public. 

I called Fr. Morey on October 
31 to get the scoop right from the 
horse’s mouth. I had heard stories 
about what had happened when Fr. 
Morey confronted Biden (e.g., the 
Mike Church Show on Oct. 30), 
but wanted to make sure of the ex- 
act details. 


by Robert Sungenis 


Biden may have had a premoni- 
tion that he might have trouble at 
St. Anthony’s, since the church is 
littered with anti-abortion notices, 

both inside and 
The front 


contains 


out. 
lawn 
scores of crosses, 
each representing one million ba- 
bies who were aborted in the US 
since 1973. Fr. Morey added that 
he had no warning Biden would 
be attending his church, but that 
when he saw Biden in the pews 
during the homily, he slightly al- 
tered the homily to make a state- 
ment about abortion, hoping it 
would serve as a warning to Biden 
that this priest took the matter very 
seriously. Fr. Morey knew Biden 


had previously been turned down 
for communion in the diocese of 
Scranton, Pennsylvania, so the in- 
cident at St. Anthony's was not 
Biden’s first rodeo. 

As Fr. Morey recalls the incident, 
when the lines for communion 
had formed, Biden was in Fr. Mo- 
rey’s line since he had been sitting 
on that side of the church. The 
other line was stationed by a male 
eucharistic minister, which line 
later turned out to be the shorter 
of the two lines. Biden suddenly 
switched to the eucharistic minis- 
ter’s line. Fr. Morey saw the switch 
and thought at first that Biden 
did so because the other line was 
shorter. But taking no chances, Fr. 
Morey told the eucharistic minister 
to switch places with him so that 
Fr. Morey would be at the head of 
Biden's line. 

When Biden met Fr. Morey face 
to face, Morey asked Biden: “Are 
you Joseph Biden?” Biden an- 
swered affirmatively. Morey then 
said, “Because of your stance on 
abortion, I cannot give you com- 
munion. I will give you a blessing 
instead.” As Morey was about to 
give him the blessing, Biden asked: 
“Can you change your mind?” 
Morey shook his head. Biden then 
said: “Please give me Holy Com- 
munion.” Morey again shook his 
head. Biden then said: “The pope 
disagrees with you.” Morey stood 
silent. Seeing that Morey was not 
going to give him communion, 
Biden began to walk away and said 
in a low tone: “You set me up, to 
which Morey responded: “No sir. I 
did not.” 

Fr. Morey was told by some in- 
terested parties that Biden’s cam- 
paign had actually set up the in- 
cident knowing that Biden might 
be turned down for communion 


so that he could look like a martyr 
persecuted by a conservative Cath- 
olic priest. If that is so, it makes 
sense why Biden chose St. Antho- 
ny’, the most conservative church 
in the Florence area, complete with 
anti-abortion posters and_para- 
phernalia right on its grounds. 
Conversely, critics have accused Fr. 
Morey of creating a stunt and do- 
ing so for purely political reasons. 
Fr. Morey told me, rather point- 
edly, there wasn't a political bone 
in his body about the incident, and 
that he reacted purely from spiri- 
tual motivations. He added that he 
felt sorry for Joe Biden and that af- 
ter the Mass he prayed two rosaries 
for him. 


NATIONAL NEWS 
The bishop of the diocese found 


out about the incident from one 
of the parishioners of the church. 
He called Fr. Morey the day after, 
Monday, Oct. 28, and explained 
that the issue was going national, 
and had already been covered 
by the South Carolina Morning 
News. The bishop put no pressure 
on Fr. Morey nor even hinted that 
he wanted him to make amends for 
his actions toward Biden. Rather, 
he told Fr. Morey that he simply 
needed a statement for the press re- 
garding the incident. So Fr. Morey 
wrote the following: 

“Holy communion signifies we 
are one with God, each other and 
the Church. As a priest, it is my 
responsibility to minister to those 
souls entrusted to my care, and I 
must do so even in the most diffi- 
cult situations. Rev. Robert E. Mo- 
rey.” 

Having already been barred 
from communion in Scranton 


before, although Biden's 


once 


switch of lines might possibly be 
because the eucharistic minister’s 
line was shorter, it is just as likely 
that Biden knew precisely what 
he was doing and was hoping to 
avoid any confrontation with Mo- 
rey. The incident in Scranton also 
tells us that Biden knew the rules 
of the Catholic Church concern- 
ing communion, namely, that 
manifest and/or public advocacy 
or practice of mortal sin bars one 
from receiving communion (e.g., 
Canon Law 915, 1983 Code; St 
Thomas Aquinas, Book III, Q. 
80-82; Catechism of the Catholic 
Church, §1415; 1 Cor 11:17-34). 
It is one of the principle teachings 
of the Catholic Church that is in- 
grained in the member's conscience 
from the time he is a child. No one 
could forget it. 

In any case, this incident at St. 
Anthonys was the moment of 
truth for Biden. All his life he had 
been skirting around Catholic doc- 
trine, which was profoundly noted 
by his public advocacy for abor- 
tion-on-demand when he declared 
himself a candidate in 2018 for the 
2020 presidential election. The in- 
cident at St. Anthony’s escalated in 
importance since Biden has been 
slipping in the polls and has been 
accused of political nepotism con- 
cerning his son Hunter who sits on 
the business boards of prestigious 
companies in the same foreign 
countries that his father Joe had 
active political relationships while 
in the Obama administration (e.g., 
China, Ukraine, Romania) and has 
made billions of dollars from it. 

Not surprisingly, Biden has de- 
cided to play down the incident 
at St. Anthony’s, perhaps realizing 
that whether he accepts or repu- 
diates Fr. Morey’s actions, neither 


will be good for his political aspi- 
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rations. If he accepts Fr. Morey’s 
admonition, it means Biden has 
accepted the guilt of his advocacy 
of abortion and is then required to 
renounce it, to the dismay of his 
Democratic constituents and the 
votes that go along with them. If 
he repudiates Fr. Morey’s admoni- 
tion, he has then marked himself 
as a dissident Catholic and a moral 
hypocrite. The only choice then 
is to downplay the incident and 
make it private (just the same, cu- 
riously enough, as when those who 
commit abortion claim they can 
do so because it is a “private mat- 
ter” between the mother and her 
health). Hence, it was no surprise 
to hear Biden declare the third op- 
tion when he was interviewed by 
Andrea Mitchell just a few days 
ago: 

Andrea Mitchell: I want to ask 
you one question that came out 
of local reporting in S. Carolina. 
There is a report that you were 
refused communion at a_ local 
church service for your stand on 
abortion rights. Is there any truth 
to that? Did that happen? 

Biden: I’m not going to discuss 
that. That’s just my personal life, 
and, uh, I’m not going to get into 
that at all. 

Mitchell: Well, do you think 
that in a general election campaign 
youre going to face some of these 
cultural issues especially... 

Biden: Oh, sure I will. Sure I 
will. Everyone will. And all...P?’ma 
practicing Catholic and I practice 
my faith and, um, but I never let 
my religious beliefs which I accept 
based on church doctrine, they call 
it de fide doctrine, to impose that 
view on other people. 

So here we have the typical ex- 
cuse that has been used many 
times by US politicians in an at- 
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tempt to separate their personal 
convictions from their public ad- 
vocacy and practices. They insist, 
as Biden did in a recent interview, 
that he is “personally opposed to 
abortion,’ but since most of his 
Democratic constituents are of the 
opposite persuasion, in order to 
run for president as a Democrat he 
must allow abortion on a political 
basis. It’s the old Jekyll and Hyde 
approach to finding a happy me- 
dium between politics and religion 
in a country where the separation 
between church and state invites 
such hypocrisy. 


FIG LEAVES 


Despite Biden's attempt to cover 
himself with fig leaves, Fr. Morey 
actually did Biden a huge favor, for 
not only did Morey, from an au- 
thoritative ecclesiastical position, 
remind Biden of his gross sin and 
enforce it by denying him com- 
munion, he saved Biden from an 
even greater punishment—such as 
sickness or death—for those who 
receive communion unworthily, 
as stipulated by St. Paul in 1 Co- 
rinthians 11:27-30: 27 Whoever, 
therefore, eats the bread or drinks 
the cup of the Lord in an unwor- 
thy manner will be guilty of pro- 
faning the body and blood of the 
Lord. 28 Let a man examine him- 
self, and so eat of the bread and 
drink of the cup. 29 For any one 
who eats and drinks without dis- 
cerning the body eats and drinks 
judgment upon himself. 30 That is 
why many of you are weak and ill, 
and some have died. (RSV) 

Although Fr. 
may not have been good for ei- 
ther Biden's political career or the 
whims of his Democratic constit- 


Morey’s_ action 


uents, it was supremely good for 


Biden’s eternal soul, if, per chance, 
Biden follows up with Fr. Morey’s 
warning and sins no more. 

Regardless of what Mr. Biden 
does with Fr. Morey’s admoni- 
tion, Fr. Morey is to be profusely 
commended for his brave and 
unprecedented actions. I say ‘un- 
precedented’ because he is one 
of the only priests, or bishops, in 
America, to follow Catholic teach- 
ing to the letter on this grave is- 
sue in recent times. Other priests 
and prelates in America, most of 
whom are of a liberal/modernistic 
bent, not only dis Fr. Morey for 
his bold action but have been ac- 
cepting publicly-known abortion 
advocates (as well as homosexuals) 
to Holy Communion for decades 
(e.9., Congressional representative 
Nancy Pelosi from California, and 
many others, who have never once 
been warned by their respective 
priests or bishops of their mortal 
sins regarding abortion, nor have 
been denied communion). 

For comparison’s sake, let’s look 
at the case of Cardinal Timothy 
Dolan, archbishop of New York. 
On October 31, 2019—just four 
days after Biden was refused com- 
munion—Dolan was a guest on 
the popular show Fox & Friends to 
promote his new book Who Do You 
Say That I Am? Before the three 
hosts got to the book, they asked 
Dolan about the incident that oc- 
curred at Fr. Morey’s church. Here 
is his answer and the remaining di- 
alogue: 

Cardinal Dolan: “I think that 
priest had a good point. You are 
publicly at odds with an issue of 
substance, critical substance. We 
are talking about life and death, 
and the Church. You personally, 
out of integrity, should not ap- 
proach Holy Communion because 


that implies that you're in union 
with all the Church believes and 
stands for. If you know youre not, 
well, integrity would say, ‘uh oh,’ I 
better not approach Holy Commu- 
nion. That’s always preferable than 
to make it a split second decision 
and denying Holy Communion to 
someone.” 

Brian Kilmeade: “Have you ever 
done that?” 

Cardinal Dolan: “I never have. I 
never had what you might call the 
opportunity, or never said ‘should I 
give him or her Holy Communion. 
It’s never come up. Sure could...” 

Brian Kilmeade: “But even in 
New York City with all the ce- 
lebrities that are pro-choice or 
against...you never looked at them 
and said, “Yeah. I know what you 
just said on CBS the other day.” 


JUDGE NOT 


Cardinal Dolan: “No. You know, 
I will often see at St. Patrick’s Ca- 
thedral—glad they’re there, all are 
welcome—and I’m thinking: ‘/ 
wonder if he or she is going to come 
up to Holy Communion. I admire 
when they dont. They seem to 
know: ‘I shouldnt do that. That 
could be hypocritical at this mo- 
ment. On the other hand, we also 
remember Pope Francis...I could 
never personally judge the state of a 
person's soul. So it’s difficult. That's 
what I’m saying. I’m not there as a 
tribunal or a judge in distributing 
Holy Communion. I’m there as a 
pastor, as a doctor of souls. So it’s 
difficult to make a judgment on 
the state of a person's soul. My job 
is to help people make, with clear 
Church teaching, make a decision 
on the state of their soul and the 
repercussions of that.” 


Brian Kilmeade: So if people get 


in line who are pro- 
choice or pro-abor- 
tion, you say they 
should keep walking 
and not get in line. 
But there are people 
in line who might 
be domestic abus- 
ers, robbed senior 
citizens from their 
financial 
some who knocked 
off a bank. ‘There 
might be mobsters 
in line. Is the priest 
going to say: “You 
get off; you can stay; you get off? 
Cardinal Dolan: “You got it. To 
the point. Way to go Brian. If only 
saints would receive Holy Com- 
munion, we wouldnt’ let anybody 
pass, including myself. So...sin- 
ners... Holy Communion is for... 
its medicine for the soul; it’s an act 
of mercy. It’s intended for sinners, 
but sinners who are sorry and want 
to repent. Then anyone is welcome 


welfare, 


to come up.” 

Peter Doocy: “Did the South 
Carolina priest do the right thing?” 

Cardinal Dolan: “I think what 
he said was good, and I don't want 
to judge him, but I wouldn't have 
done it.” 

I think anyone with just an av- 
erage understanding of Catholic 
protocol and doctrine would judge 
Cardinal Dolan’s answers as, at 
best, weak, and at worst, hereti- 
cal. How a cardinal of the Catholic 
Church, at age 69, doesn't know or 
practice the Catholic doctrine on 
Holy Communion is very discon- 
certing. Or perhaps he does know 
but is ashamed to proclaim it on 
national television and _ thereby 
condemn himself for not following 
it. 

We notice that his answer to 


Joe Biden 





Kilmeade is very evasive and at- 
tempts to change the direction of 
Kilmeade’s probing. The cardinal 
says: “If you know youre not, well, 
integrity would say, ‘uh oh,’ I bet- 
ter not approach Holy Commu- 
nion. That’s always preferable than 
to make it a split second decision 
and denying Holy Communion to 
someone.’ But this is not a matter 
of what is “preferable.” It is a mat- 
ter of what a priest is required to 
do once he is confronted with a 
manifest and publicly-known mor- 
tal sinner who has gone on record, 
in a matter of national politics, 
as approving of abortion and its 
funding. The above cited Catholic 
source authorities (Canon 915, et 
al) give him no option but one. He 
must deny communion to such a 
manifest sinner. 

Next Kilmeade asked whether 
the cardinal has ever had such a 
situation come about while he was 
the presiding priest. The cardinal’s 
answer was: “I never have. I never 
had what you might call the oppor- 
tunity, or never said ‘should I give 
him or her Holy Communion.’ 
It’s never come up. Sure could.” 
Perhaps it has “never come up” be- 
cause the cardinal had already re- 
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solved in his mind that even if he 
knew the politician or celebrity in 
his communion line was an advo- 
cate or participant in abortion, this 
would not be enough evidence for 
him to deny communion to them, 
which implies that the cardinal is 
thinking that the matter must be 
legally adjudicated before the per- 
son can be denied communion. If 
so, the cardinal is holding a false 
notion, since the above Catholic 
authorities actually stress that le- 
gal adjudication is not needed and 
that the priest can make the judg- 
ment based on the publicly-known 
position and practice of the com- 
municant. 

Still, the cardinal’s answer to 
Kilmeade is rather incredulous. 
How is it that in his 43 years as a 
priest (1976 - 2019) he has never 
once run across an instance in 
which a publicly-known advo- 
cate or participant in abortion 
has stood in line for communion 
under his immediate purview, es- 
pecially in a city like New York: 
The cardinal’s answer apparently 
dumbfounded Kilmeade, to the 
point that Kilmeade reiterated the 
question: “But even in New York 
City with all the celebrities that are 
pro-choice or against...you never 
looked at them and said, ‘Yeah. I 
know what you just said on CBS 
the other day.” Sensing Kilmeade 
wanted a more honest and direct 
answer, the cardinal responds: “I 
could never personally judge the 
state of a person's soul. So it’s dif- 
ficult. That’s what I’m saying. I’m 
not there as a tribunal or a judge 
in distributing Holy Communion. 
I’m there as a pastor, as a doctor 
of souls.” But judging the person's 
soul is precisely what Canon 915 
requires the priest to do when it is 
a matter of public sin that everyone 
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already knows. ‘This is because the 
potential of scandal in the church 
is rather great in such instances. Al- 
though Canon 915 agrees that in 
certain cases the state of one’s soul 
must be adjudicated in a formal 
declaration of the church in these 
words: “Those who have been ex- 
communicated or interdicted after 
the imposition or declaration of 
the penalty...” It then adds that in 
other cases only the public mani- 
festation of the sin is all that is nec- 
essary for the person to be denied 
communion, saying, “...and others 
obstinately persevering in manifest 
grave sin are not to be admitted to 
holy communion.” 





CANON 915 


Be that as it may, the cardinal’s 
own words showed he was guilty 
of ignoring Canon 915. We see 
this when he states to Kilmeade: 
“T will often see at St. Patrick’s Ca- 
thedral—glad they're there, all are 
welcome—and I’m thinking: ‘/ 
wonder if he or she is going to come 
up to Holy Communion. 1 admire 
when they don't.” Since he “ad- 
mires when they dont” it means 
there are some that “do,” and thus 
the cardinal inadvertently admit- 
ted that he saw such grave manifest 
sinners in his communion line and 
never did anything about it. That 
is, he didnt confront them in the 
communion line (as Fr. Morey did 
to Biden), nor did he speak with 
them after Mass, nor did he send 
them a letter warning them not to 
receive communion again. He did 
nothing, except wait for them to 
come back to communion the next 
Sunday and commit the same sin. 

In Kilmeade’s next question, 
the cardinal further reveals his ig- 
norance of Catholic protocol, or 


perhaps his deliberate denial of the 
same. Kilmeade asks: “Is the priest 
going to say: “You get off; you can 
stay; you get off?” to which the 
cardinal responds: “You got it. To 
the point. Way to go Brian! If only 
saints could receive Holy Com- 
munion, we wouldnt’ let anybody 
pass, including myself.” This is just 
another ploy by the cardinal. He 
avoids the issue by misdirection, 
using his favorite tool—feigned 
deprecation. On the one hand, yes, 
we are all sinners, born in sin. On 
the other hand, those who come 
to communion are supposed to be 
free of sin. First, those in mortal sin 
cannot participate in communion 
under any circumstances. Second, 
the Mass itself offers forgiveness for 
venial sins so that when it comes 
time to receive the Eucharist the 
person already has his venial sins 
forgiven (Catechism of the Cath- 
olic Church, 41416). This is pre- 
cisely why the Catholic Mass has 
about a dozen instances in which 
the congregation prays to God to 
have their present sins forgiven— 
right during the Mass. Everything 
from the Kyrie Eleison to the 
pre-communion prayer: “...only 
say the word and my soul shall be 
healed” is designed to forgive the 
communicant of his sins so that 
he can receive Christ in the Eucha- 
rist as a spotless bride. Finally, the 
other co-host, Peter Doocy, asked 
the Cardinal the $64,000 question: 
“Did the South Carolina priest do 
the right thing?” Cardinal Dolan 
answers: “I think what he said was 
good, and I dont want to judge 
him, but I wouldn't have done it.” 
So, in the end, either out of ig- 
norance or deliberate refusal, Car- 
dinal Dolan has no intentions of 
doing what Canon 915 requires. 
Since there is no one above him in 


the hierarchy except Pope Francis, 
there is not a chance in a million 
that Cardinal Dolan will see things 
correctly. Abortion promoters and 
participants will continue to join 
his communion line in New York 
City but he will not lift a finger to 
stop them, especially when they 
put remunerations for his silence 
in the collection plate each Sun- 
day. A heroic figure, like Fr. Morey 
who put his reputation and job on 
the line, Cardinal Dolan is not. He 
is like the Pharisees that Jesus de- 
scribed in Matthew 23:4,28: “For 
they bind heavy and insupportable 
burdens, and lay them on men’s 
shoulders; but with a finger of their 
own they will not move them.... 
who outwardly indeed appear to 
men just; but inwardly are full of 
hypocrisy and iniquity.” 


THAT WAS REVOLUTIONARY 


We've all seen Cardinal Dolan in 
other situations do the same thing, 
as was the case, for example, when 
he courted homosexuals in his ca- 
thedral, giving them smiles and 
adulations; and when he allowed 
a homosexual float in the March 
2015 Saint Patrick’s Day parade 
in New York and led the parade as 
the grand marshal; and when on 
the CBS Morning News for July 
20, 2013, he said the following in 
an interview with Gayle King and 
Charlie Rose: 

Charlie Rose: People all over 
the world today are talking about 
Pope Francis. He made unexpected 
comments about gay priests at a 
news conference yesterday on his 
plane. The pope said, quote: “If a 
person is gay and they accept the 
Lord and have goodwill, who am I 
to judge them? They shouldn't be 
marginalized. The tendency [to ho- 


mosexuality] is not the problem... 
they're our brothers.” 

Gayle King: Were you surprised? 

Cardinal Dolan: “No, Gayle, 
what surprised me was that people 
are surprised. Charlie wasn't it with 
you I was on at Easter time...” 

Charlie Rose: “Yes.” 

Cardinal Dolan: “...and I got 
tons of mail thinking I had said... 
you had asked me, you had put 
me on the spot... and I’m glad you 
did, thanks...what would you say 
to a gay couple that came to you 
and said ‘what does the Church 
say to us? and I said, ‘the Church 
says to you, we love you. We need 
you. Come on in, you're welcome.’ 
People thought that was revolu- 
tionary. What surprises me, Gayle, 
is that people are still surprised. 
The Church has always—maybe 
we haven't done it well, like I said 
it that morning, Charlie, maybe 
we need to do it better and this 
is going to go a long way—that 
while we are rather cogent in our 
teaching, we're equally compelling 
in the graciousness, the mercy, and 
the respect with which we should 
say it. So I welcome what the Holy 
Father said [“who am I to judge”] 
as a chance to kind ah bring to the 
fore that other aspect. The style. 
The tone.” 

Those not familiar with Cardinal 
Dolan need to know that he is an 
expert at disarming his opponents. 
With his affable personality and 
soft-spoken words, even the strict- 
est moralist might be bamboozled 
by his smooth rhetoric, at least on 
national television where the inter- 
viewers are required to maintain a 
polite decorum and not press the 
dear cardinal too much. Dolan has 
made a name for himself with his 
approachable style, and thus there 
is good reason why he has become 


the face of modern Catholicism 
in America. One technique of his 
style is for him to give just a brief 
mention of the negative side of 
the equation to make it appear he 
is aware of it and being fair; and 
then he will go right to the positive 
side and spend the rest of the time 
promoting it. The cardinal’s brief 
mention of the negative side is in 
the clause: “we are rather cogent in 
our teaching,” although not once 
during the interview did he explain 
that “cogent” means homosexu- 
ality is a sin and that priests even 
with the tendency toward homo- 
sexuality, according to Canon law 
and other official church teachings, 
should be barred from remaining 
a priest or even becoming a priest, 
and if they continue the practice 
they will be damned to hell. The 
cardinal was too busy talking about 
“style” and “tone” (his forte) rather 
than educating Ms. King and Mr. 
Rose to the negative side of the 
issue, perhaps knowing that if he 
had dwelt on the negative side his 
two interviewers would raise all 
kinds of objections concerning the 
“judgmental” Catholic Church 

Of course, Cardinal Dolan gets 
his marching orders from Pope 
Francis and thus he has the unen- 
viable task of turning tin into gold 
when he is confronted with the ma- 
terial heresies Francis spouts almost 
on a daily basis into something 
that will pacify the liberal media 
in the US and abroad. Of course, 
two wrongs dont make a right, 
and thus Cardinal Dolan is just as 
guilty. In the end, while Fr. Mo- 
rey is a knight in shinning armor 
for upholding Catholic doctrine in 
public view, Cardinal Dolan is lit- 
tle more than a cowardly Pharisee 
for diluting or denying the same in 
public view. 
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FEATURE 


SAM FRANCIS 
AND THE TRIPLE MELTING POT 
RACE VS. RELIGION 


BY E. MICHAEL JONES 


“The civilization that we as whites created in Europe 
and America could not have developed apart from the 
genetic endowments of the creating people.” 


— Samuel Francis 
American Renaissance Conference, May 1994! 


“In sum, the diminution and rupture of the human 
family and the rise of identity politics are not only 
happening at the same time. They cannot be under- 
stood apart from one another.” 


— Mary Eberstadt, Primal Screams 


It was sheer coincidence, which of course does not 
exist in the mind of God, that allowed me to take part 
in this year’s Arbaeen march organized largely by Iraqi 
Shi'a in Dearborn, Michigan. My opportunity to go 
on the real Arbaeen pilgrimage from 
Najaf to Karbala in Irag to mourn the 
death of Hussein ibn Ali at the hands 
of the wicked Khalif Yazid had been 
thwarted by an unexpected surgery 
three years ago. Participating in the 
American replication of that march 
was more interesting from a sociolog- 
ical point of view because it allowed 
me to ponder one of the fundamen- 
tal pillars of ethnic life in America, namely, the Tri- 
ple Melting Pot. For those who are unaware of its 
existence, the Triple Melting Pot is “a metaphor that 


14 / Culture Wars 


describes a pattern of assimilation in which various 
nationality groups merge through intermarriage, but 
with a strong tendency to do so within the three major 
religious groupings: Protestant, Catholic, and Jewish.” 
The Triple Melting Pot argues that “as immigrants as- 
similated into American culture, religious boundaries 
would replace ethnic boundaries as the main point of 
differentiation among people of European descent in 
the United States.”? 

In spite of the claim in the Pledge of Allegiance that 
we are “one nation under God,” America is a coun- 
try of three nations or ethnic groups under God based 
on three religions, Protestant, Catholic, and Jew. Reli- 
gion, in other words, is the source of ethnic identity in 
America. According to Will Herberg, the most famous 
popularizer of the Triple Melting Pot concept, Amer- 


ica demanded that immigrants learn how to speak En- 


America is a country of three nations or 
ethnic groups under God based on three 


religions, Protestant, Catholic, and Jew. 
Religion, in other words, is the source of 
ethnic identity in America. 





glish “from the very beginning,” but “we did not really 
expect a man to change his faith,” 
from the beginning, the structure of American soci- 


because “almost 


E. Michael Jones, Arbaeen March, Dearborn, Michigan, October 2019 







ety presupposed diversity and substantial equality of 
religious associations.” Religion supplied the identity 
which was missing after the third generation lost its 
immigrant grandparents’ language. Unlike the foreign 
language which separated immigrants from their new 
American neighbors, “the old ethnic religion” was: 


both genuinely American and a familiar principle of 
group identification. The connection with the family 
religion had never been completely broken, and to reli- 
gion, therefore, the men and women of the third genera- 
tion now began to turn to define their place in American 
society in a way that would sustain their Americanness 
and yet confirm the tie that bound them to their fore- 
bears, whom they now no longer had any reason to re- 
ject, whom indeed, for the sake of a “heritage,” they now 
wanted to “remember.” Thus “religion became the focal 
point of ethnic afhliations.... Through its institutions, the 
church supplied a place where children could learn what 
they were....”° 

Herberg based his understanding of the Triple 
Melting Pot on an article by Ruby Jo Kennedy which 
appeared in the January 1944 issue of the American 
Journal of Sociology under the title “Single or Triple 
Melting Pot?” That article analyzed marriage patterns 





ames | Ki | 


" j 
. r i 
7, i AP ciesecra inc by 
ty B vinuss ; 
ms || 
vg) 





ue 


STI ¢ 





among large nationality groups in New Haven, Con- 
necticut and found that “while strict ethnic endogamy 
is loosening, religious endogamy is persisting.”® Cath- 
olics, Kennedy discovered: 


married Catholics in 95.35% of the cases in 1870, 
85.78% in 1900, 82.05% in 1930, and 83.71% in 1940; 
members of Protestant stocks married Protestants in 
99.11% of the cases in 1870, 90.86% in 1900, 78.19% in 
1930, and 79.72% in 1940; Jews married Jews in 100% 
of the cases in 1870, 98.82% in 1900, 97.01% 1930, and 
94.32% in 1940.’ 


After reviewing the data, Kennedy concluded that: 
“The traditional ‘single melting pot’ idea must be 
abandoned, and a new conception, which we term the 
‘triple melting pot’ theory of American assimilation, 
will take its place, as the true expression of what is hap- 
pening to the various nationality groups in the United 
States” and that this division “seems likely to char- 
acterize American society in the future.”’ After three 
generations in America, when the grandchildren of the 
first wave of immigration had lost the language of its 
forebears, the religious community becomes the “over- 
all medium” in which “remaining ethnic concerns are 
preserved, redefined and given appropriate expres- 
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sion.’'° Being a generic American wasn't enough. Eth- 
nic identity was essential because it answered the basic 
question: Who am I? Herberg points out that: 


When an American asks of a new family in town, “What 
does he do?”, he means the occupation or profession 
of the head of the family, which helps define its social- 
class status. But when today he asks, “What are they?”, 
he means to what religious community do they belong, 
and the answer is in such terms as: “They're Catholic (or 
Protestant, or Jewish).” A century or even half a century 
ago, the question, “What are they?”, would have been an- 
swered in terms of ethnic-immigrant origin: “They're Irish 
(or Germans, or Italians, or Jews).”"' 

This means that those who lack religious afhliation 
in America lack identity. As Herberg puts it: “Unless 
one is either a Protestant, or a Catholic, or a Jew, one 
is a “nothing”; to be a “something,” to have a name, 
one must identify oneself to oneself, and be identified 
by others, as belonging to one or another of the three 
great religious communities in which the American 
people are divided.””” 

Will Herberg died on March 26, 1977, long before 
Muslim immigration became a significant issue in 
American life, largely thanks to the 1965 Immigra- 
tion Bill proposed by New York’s Jewish Senator Jacob 
Javits. The intention of the bill was to dilute European 
ethnicity, but the Jewish intervention into immigra- 
tion also denied Muslims a place in the Triple Melt- 
ing Pot. Herberg is adamant in insisting that “in order 
to be ‘something’ one must be either a Protestant, a 
Catholic, or a Jew’'’ in a negative sense which ex- 
cluded Muslims. Jews had a place at the table, but the 


church played the main role in “identity politics” in 
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the 1950s, because “the church supplies a place where 
children come to learn what they are.” 

Ten years ago, I attempted to make this point at a 
memorial service for the paleo-conservative thinker 
Sam Francis when I claimed that the culture wars 
werent fought along racial lines, but they were fought 
along ethnic lines. Sam and I were both “white,” what- 
ever that meant, but we belonged to two different eth- 
nic groups because ethnicity in America is based on 
religion. I then brought up the Triple Melting Pot and 
claimed that America far from being some unified na- 
tion inhabited by generic Americans turns out to be a 
lot like the former Yugoslavia, a country made up of 
three ethnic groups based on three religions, each en- 
gaged in a form of long-standing covert (and in Yugo- 
slavia, oftentimes overt) warfare against each other. As 
I attempted to show in my book The Slaughter of Cit- 
ies, one of the most common forms of warfare in both 
America and Yugoslavia involves ethnic cleansing. 

I bring up the connection between Sam Francis and 
the Triple Melting Pot now because the posthumous 
publication of his book Leviathan and its Enemies has 
sparked renewed interest in his writings. Francis, ac- 
cording to an article by Matthew Rose in First Things: 


was a pathologist of American conservatism, a movement 
he considered terminally ill even during its years of seem- 
ing health. As Republicans won five of seven presidential 
elections and took control of Congress for the first time in 
four decades, Francis saw a movement being assimilated 


slowly into the structures of power it professed to reject.’ 


Unfortunately, Francis was unable to stop this inex- 
orable process of assimilation, and so ended up writ- 
. « . 7 . . ” 7 ° 
ing “essays in small-circulation journals” like Chroni- 
cles, which: 


applauded his attacks on globalism and his defenses of 
those he called, without irony, “real Americans.” But he 
won almost no access to major conservative outlets, where 
his views were denounced, with varying degrees of accu- 
racy, as racist, chauvinist, and unpatriotic. Francis spent 
his last decade as an editor of far-right newsletters, having 
been fired by the Washington Times in 1995 for defending 


the morality of slavery.'° 


Rose makes it look as if Sam Francis had no one to 
blame but himself for his demise as a pundit, but that 
was not the case. During a conversation I had with 


Sam shortly before he died, Sam told me that he had 


lost his post as columnist at the Washington Times be- 
cause the ADL had issued a fatwa against him, and 
because William F. Buckley, editor and founder of the 
conservative journal National Review had gone in per- 
son to the editorial board of the Washington Times and 
demanded that he be fired. 

So the story of Sam and slavery is one more exam- 
ple of the sanitized version of conservatism that First 
Things was created to promote. First Things was a Jew- 
ish creation, specifically intended to marginalize the 
paleoconservatism that Sam represented at magazines 
like Chronicles, then being edited by Tom Fleming, 
Sam’s friend from their graduate school days in the 
Classics department at the University of North Car- 
olina. When we were on speaking terms (more on 
that later), Tom told me of a conversation with soon- 
to-be First Things founder Richard John Neuhaus in 
which Neuhaus threatened to “cut [Fleming] off at 
the knees.” Neuhaus did this when he founded First 
Things by hijacking a $250,000 grant from the Bradley 
Foundation with the help of two Jewish accomplices, 
Norman Podhoretz and Midge Dec- 
tor, the then reigning power couple 
of neoconservatism. 

Herberg’s popularization of the 
Triple Melting Pot theory appeared 
in his 1954 book Protestant, Catho- 
lic, Jew, which rolled off the presses 
in the same year that the Supreme 
Court handed down its Brown vs. Board of Education 
ruling, which inaugurated the current wave of racial 
consciousness in America. But that was over the ho- 
rizon of time in 1954. During the years immediately 
following its publication, Protestant, Catholic, Jew be- 
came a best-seller, garnering over 40 reviews in the 
year following its publication and dominating the dis- 
cussion of ethnicity for influential figures like Nathan 
Glazer and Daniel Patrick Moynihan. 

Within a decade of its publication, however, sociol- 
ogists were saying that Herberg’s analysis was outdated 
because it ignored race. Herberg ran afoul of both the 
universalists, who claimed that there was only a single 
melting pot and one undifferentiated American group, 
and the ethnic particularism of the sort defended by 
Michael Novak in his mid-1970s book The Rise of the 
Unmeltable Ethnics. “With the rise of race as a serious 
social concern, and with the defense of group rights 
and ethnic particularism, Herberg’s star declined.” 

Schulz says that Herberg failed to understand that 


there was “a contested middle ground” missing from 
Herberg’s discussion of the Triple Melting Pot. Un- 
fortunately, Schulz failed to identify what it was. 
Schulz failed to see that the missing “contested middle 
ground” is ethnicity. 

Because of his background, Sam found any clear 
understanding of either religion or ethnicity problem- 
atic. Sam Francis was born in 1947 in Chattanooga, 
Tennessee at a time when the main ethnic indicators 
were racial. “Down South,” as Dorothy Tillman later 
famously stated, “you were either black or white. You 
wasnt Irish or Polish or all of this.” 

Sam came from a time and place that had little to no 
understanding of ethnicity as it existed in America. He 
was presumably raised as a Christian, but by the time 
he received his doctorate from the University of North 
Carolina in British history, he was a thoroughgoing 
materialist and skeptic, who drew his intellectual cat- 
egories from Machiavelli in politics and David Hume 
in philosophy. Sam “accepted the materialism and 
secularism which lay at the basis of modern thought, 


Secularization followed by the sexual 


revolution destroyed the only ethnic 
identity that Americans ever had. 





rejecting the primacy of metaphysics and theology.” 
More importantly in terms of Francis’s intellectual de- 
velopment, he accepted modernity’s description of po- 
litical life as “an unending contest for power, empha- 
sizing the human appetite for power as our overriding 
social passion.”!® 

In his first intellectual incarnation as a conserva- 
tive, Sam fell under the spell of one-time Communist 
James Burnham, then writing for the conservative 
journal National Review. In retrospect, it’s difficult to 
ignore the materialist, if not Marxist, nature of the 
categories both men employed in trying to understand 
the hidden grammar of American political life. Sam, 
as a result, saw politics not as part of a universal logos 
according to which “human beings can order their 
common life through rational deliberation, but as an 
arena in which they seek to dominate one another or 
escape domination by others.”” 

Leviathan and its Enemies, Francis’s post-humus 
work, does not describe his own development because 
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Francis wrote it in the early 1990s, long before he was 
expelled from the synagogue of mainstream conserva- 
tism. Instead, “Leviathan describes the historical pro- 
cess by which American liberalism captured the insti- 
tutions of government, education, and media, render- 
ing itself invulnerable to conventional conservatism— 
but exposed to nationalist populism.””° According to 
Francis, the managerial revolution was “one of the 
major inflection points in postwar American politics” 
and as such comparable to world-historic events like 
“the neolithic transition from subsistence hunting to 
farming.”*" 

The bourgeois elites which dominated American life 
from the Civil War until World War II were replaced 
by the new managerial elites who showed more com- 
petence in running the gigantic industries and cor- 
porations which the American Empire now required. 
Liberalism was the ideology which rationalized and 
justified the rule of the new oligarchic minority, which 
ruled through a “homogenization” which set out to 
destroy all of the intermediary structures which pro- 
tected the individual from the Leviathan liberal state. 

In Leviathan and its Enemies, Francis confronts not 
only the managerial elites who rule via liberalism, 
but also the conservative opposition which proved 
too obtuse or too feckless to oppose their tyrannical 
rule effectively. Abandoning the American conserva- 
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tism which had become little more than “the obsolete 
ideology of a vanquished class,” and “an anachronism 
whose only function is to provide a veneer of ideolog- 
ical diversity to American public life,” Francis placed 
his hopes in a group he referred to as “Middle Amer- 
ican Radicals” (MARs), a term he borrowed from so- 
ciologist Donald Warren, whose analysis of “voter sur- 
veys in the 1970s had produced a profile of a group of 
voters, then making up about a quarter of the elector- 
ate, who had not been closely studied before.””* MARs 


were: 


white and earned incomes in the middle and lower-mid- 
dle income brackets. They had not attended college, and 
they held jobs in skilled and semi-skilled professions. 
Warren found that their political views, though consistent 
across elections, did not correspond to the platforms of ei- 
ther major party. On the one hand, these voters defended 
entitlements and union membership and were skeptical of 
large corporations and free trade. On the other hand, they 
opposed welfare and school busing and held conservative 
views on social issues, especially those involving race.” 

Francis spends a good deal of time trying to de- 
fine this group of people because he saw them as the 
avant garde of the revolution against the tyranny of the 
managerial elites. In order to identify a group which 
he claimed was “defined principally by its ideology,” 
Francis had to specify definite “socio-economic cor- 
relates” based on objective criteria like income levels, 
education, and, most importantly, religion: “MARs 
had an annual family income of $3,000 to $13,000.” 
Warren went on to claim “that northern European 
ethnics and Italians were strongly represented among 
them, that they were nearly twice as common in the 
South as in the north central states, that they tended 
to have completed high school but not to have at- 
tended college, were more common among Catholics 
and Jews than among Protestants and among Mor- 
mons and Baptists than among other Protestant sects, 
and were likely to be males in their thirties or their 
sixties.74 

Kevin Phillips had to make use of similar criteria to 
define the same group, which Ronald Reagan inher- 
ited from Richard Nixon. Reagan’s coalition, accord- 


ing to Phillips: 


coincides with the traditional populist and anti-elitist 
component of U.S. political geography. . . . Moreover, 


the coalition’s critical new religious adherents—Northern 


Catholic right-to-life and Southern fundamentalist Prot- 
estant—represent constituencies whose traditionalist mo- 
rality, over the last fifty years, has been complemented by 


support for the New Deal and economic activism.” 


Similarly: 


The “New Majority” of which Nixon wrote had “its roots 
mainly in the Midwest, the West, and the South,” and 
included “manual workers, Catholics, members of labor 
union families, and people with only grade school edu- 
cations” who “had never before been in the Republican 
camp” and “had simply never been encouraged to give the 
Eastern liberal elite a run for its money for control of the 
nation’s key institutions.””° 

More recently, Matthew Rose attempted to describe 
the same group in his own words: 


MARs feel they are members of an exploited class—ex- 
cluded from real political representation, harmed by con- 
ventional tax and trade policies, victimized by crime and 
social deviance, and denigrated by popular culture and 


elite institutions. Their sense of grievance points both 


The eclipse of religion has led to the disappearance 
“behavior codes’ which are the source 


of historical 


of moral action and, therefore, identity, but the main 
source of the problem goes deeper than that. 


upward and downward. They believe they are neglected, 
even preyed upon, by a leadership class that favors simul- 


taneously the rich and the poor over the middle class.*’ 


These “working-class whites” were not necessarily 
conservative and so they found no easy fit in the polit- 
ical system in which conservatism as “measured by the 
orthodoxies of conservative think tanks and the Re- 
publican donor class,” because that group attempted 
to define their identity by fiat so that they could con- 
trol them rather than by trying to identify them as 
they are so that they could represent their needs and 
aspirations. 

After describing this group in his book The Emerging 
Republican Majority, Kevin Philips got them to leave 
the Democratic Party and support Richard Nixon in 
1968 and 1972. Patrick Buchanan attempted to mo- 





bilize them in his unsuccessful bids to become presi- 
dent in 1992 and 1996. Buchanan, however, was suc- 
cessful in resurrecting the term “America First” from 
what Richard John Neuhaus referred to as the “fever 
swamps’ of isolationism and anti-Semitism, and it was 
Steve Bannon, who used a now rehabilitated version of 
America First to propel Trump into the White House 
in 2016. 

But who are these people in reality? Did they have 
an identity independent of the attempts of various 
politicians trying to identify them as a way of har- 
nessing them to their political agenda? In a speech he 
gave on November 3, 1969 Richard Nixon referred to 
them as the “silent majority.” Ten years later, the Zi- 
onist preacher Jerry Falwell founded a group known 
as the “Moral Majority” as his way of mobilizing the 
same group of people to support Israel. In September 
2016, Hillary Clinton referred to the same group as 
“a basket of deplorables,” a comment which cost her 
the election. In 1995, Sam Francis referred to the same 
group as * Disaftecteds’** and described them as having 
“widespread sympathy for the New York ‘subway vig- 
ilante’ Bernhard Goetz.””? (Goetz, it should be noted, 
made a cryptic 
re-ap- 
pearance as the 
incel [involun- 
tary celibate] an- 
ti-hero of Joker, 
incels being the 
Millennial _ re- 
incarnation of 
“Disaffecteds/Deplorables” in our day.) 

At this point we need to ask whether universal 
terms like “Disaffecteds” and “Deplorables” have any 
connection to the people these categories purport to 
describe or whether they are simply figments of the 
imagination which reside in the minds of the people 
who want to exploit them for political purposes, and 
this question brings us back to the nominalist crisis of 
the late Middle Ages and the issue of whether univer- 
sals exist in the mind or in reality. William of Ockham 
(1285-1347), the man most commonly associated 
with the school known as nominalism, felt that uni- 
versals existed only in the human mind. This meant 
not only that the mind of God was beyond any logos 
of explanation, it also meant that there could be “no 
causal demonstration of His existence,’*’ which meant 
that the existence of God as well as his essence could 


Cameo 
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be posited only by “a leap of faith,” a term which 
Protestants confected under Ockham’s indirect (and 
Luther’s direct) influence. Under the influence of the 
nominalists: 


Medieval logic became increasingly a logic of terms and 
of propositions and the relations between them. That is 
to say, it became clear to the medieval logicians that they 
were dealing not with extra-mental substances, nor even 
with concepts such as psychical realities, but with terms 
and propositions.*! 

If universals were, as Ockham maintained, “mere 
concepts of the mind or common names,” then “even 
an imperfect knowledge of the nature of things”*’ be- 
comes impossible. And if the Logos of God becomes 
inaccessible, then our only option as creatures was 
blind submission to his will. Ockham, in other words, 
was proposing nothing less than a return to the God 
of Islam. Even admitting that “Ockham does not 
think of the divine will as expressing simply power,’*’ 
Rev. Frederick Copleston, S.J. (known for his influ- 
ential multi-volume A History of Philosophy, and his 
debate on the existence of God with Bertrand Russell) 
is forced to admit that he “represents the divine will 
as the ultimate source of norms rather than as subject 
to norms which hold good independently.” In his zeal 
to defend God’s absolute freedom, Ockham claims 
that God “by his absolute power . . . could will what 
He has in fact forbidden,’** which is what prompted 
St. Thomas Aquinas to accuse the nominalists of his 
day of blasphemy. Years later, that same charge forced 
Ockham to seek refuge from the Inquisition in Mu- 
nich, where he died of the Black Death on April 10, 
1347. 





THE ULTIMATE SOURCE OF NORMS 


Nominalism recapitulated in the West the same tra- 
jectory which Logos had taken in the Islamic world 
after the triumph of al-Ashari and al-Ghazali in spite 
of Averroes’s attempt to contain its corrosive anti-in- 
tellectual effects. In spite of Siger of Brabant’s defeat 
at the hands of Aquinas, Averroism returned in the 
wake of Ockham’s reintroduction of the God of Islam: 
Human freedom becomes a datum of consciousness 
which we accept by reason while at the same time 
accepting divine foreknowledge as an article of faith 
without any attempt to reconcile the two. As a result, 


“philosophy and theology tend to fall apart,” and the 
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Sam Francis 





“new way becomes synonymous with Averroism’s 
doctrine of two truths.” 


The evolution of Sam Francis’s political views and 
his ability to determine who his constituents, and 
more importantly, his enemies were, was clouded by 
precisely this confusion between extra-mental sub- 
stances and psychical realities. It should be obvious, 
at this point, that the term “Deplorables” described 
nothing but a figment of Hillary Clinton’s imagina- 
tion. But what about terms like “Middle American 
Radicals” or, more importantly “working class whites”? 
Did that term describe an extra-mental substance or a 
psychic reality? 

In order to answer that question, we have to turn to 
a closer examination of ethnicity, because that is the 
repository of social life half-way between the family 
and the state. In America that means an examination 
of the Triple Melting Pot, which played a crucial role 
in Sam Francis’s development largely because he gave 
no indication that he knew what it was. Because he 
failed to understand how ethnicity worked in America, 
Sam Francis could not identify the group he chose to 
lead. Instead of dealing with extra-mental substances, 
Sam began a life-long pilgrimage from one universal 
to another, all of which existed in the mind alone. The 
result was an increasingly unreal series of revolutionary 
fantasies based on phantasms of the mind which had 
only a tenuous connection to reality. 


Rose claims that Francis was crippled by the materi- 
alist and Marxist categories which he unconsciously 
adopted from Burnham's analysis of the managerial 
elite. By confining himself to understanding power 
without reference to Logos, Francis ended up deceiv- 
ing himself because he failed to see: 


how thoroughly he shared the philosophical assumptions 
of managerial liberalism. Its denial of transcendence, its 
rejection of natural law, its anthropological materialism, 
its skepticism about reason, and its reductive psychol- 
ogy—Francis accepted every one of these doctrines. In 
his mind, Francis was engaged in a struggle to save civi- 
lization. But in opposing the materialism of the left with 
a racial bio-politics of the right, he discarded one of the 
central beliefs of the civilization he claimed to defend: 
that man is a rational being, capable of knowledge and 


love, who bears the image of God.” 


Ultimately, Francis failed “because his ideology 
prevented him from seeing that our culture's great- 
est achievements have come in pursuit of ideas that 
transcend human _ differences. 
Francis’s failure of gratitude and 
wonder made him more than 
incompetent about power. It 
made him an outsider to his civ- 
ilization.”*” 

Rose is right in faulting Sam's 
materialism, but as its antidote, 
he ends up proposing a false 
universal as well as a false di- 
chotomy. The human race is not 
the name of a group which answers the question Who 
am I? Similarly, we should not be forced to choose 
between racial particularism and an ideology which 
espouses transcending human differences. Herberg’s 
understanding of the Triple Melting Pot provides a 
welcome alternative to this false dichotomy because, as 
he puts it, “Neither the assimilationists of the [single] 
‘melting pot’ nor the ethnic champions of ‘pluralism’ 
gauged aright the dynamics of American life.”** This 
is so because: 


The ethnic “pluralists” were backward-looking romantics, 
or else they were shrewd opportunists intent on exploit- 
ing the present without interest in the shape of things to 
come. In either case they were out of touch with the un- 
folding American reality. The enthusiasts of the “melting 


pot” were right in foreseeing continuous and increasing 


racial fusion among the American people, but this racial 
mixture through intermarriage turned out to be not gen- 
eral and indiscriminate but largely channeled along cer- 
tain lines. .. . Our cultural assimilation has taken place 
not in a “melting pot,” but rather in a “transmuting pot” 
in which all ingredients have been transformed and assim- 
ilated to an idealized “Anglo-Saxon” model. Despite wide- 


spread dislike of various aspects of British culture.*” 


What we need is a hermeneutic that allows us to 
identify human groups accurately, not one that dis- 
misses them as unnecessary or infra dignitatem (be- 
neath one’s dignity) for the true believer in either 
Christianity or America. The crucial issue is not the 
terms that sociologists or politicians use to define any 
particular group, the crucial issue is whether those 
universals exist in the mind or in reality. Only after 
we answer that question can we solve “the problem of 
self-identification and self-location.”*’ Ignorance of 
the distinction between psychic and extra-mental real- 
ity (at least in some implicit sense) makes it impossible 
to answer the question What am I? even to myself. 


The ethnic parish, to specify the engine of 
Catholic assimilation in America, provided an 


identity that was faithful to both the old country 
and the new America precisely because religion 
transcended their geographical boundaries. 





Mary Eberstadt has her own take on “the problem 
of self-identification and self-location.” Sixty-five years 
after Herberg raised the identity question, Mary Eber- 
stadt raised it again, describing “the preeminent psy- 
chic howl of our time” as “Who am I?! 

Eberstadt describes the destruction of the bour- 
geois social order which Burnhan and Francis lay at 
the feet of the managerial elite and their program of 
social engineering as the “Great Scattering,” and goes 
on to claim that the engine which brought about this 
scattering is “the sexual revolution,” an event involving 
“the widespread social changes that followed the tech- 
nological shock of the birth control pill and related 
devices delivering reliable contraception en masse for 
the first time.” 
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Eberstadt’s book is in many ways the sequel to Her- 
berg’s. In 1954, religion led to belonging; by 2019 
secularism and sexual liberation has led to isolation. 
But that is not the end of the story because the lack 
of identity which the sexual revolution has created has 
led to an intolerable vacuum. Nature abhors a vac- 
uum. Since the real identity which religion confers 
now seems a distant memory, identity politics arises 
to fill the vacuum that the loss of real identity has cre- 
ated. 

After secularization led to the demise of religion, 
race took its place as the prime signifier of identity. 
This, however, set up a trajectory which eventually 
confounded itself in a way that Hegel would describe 
as the cunning of reason. ‘The rise of Black Power in 
the 1960s led to “white” identity movements two gen- 
erations later. Jesse Jackson’s attack on Western cul- 
ture at Stanford on January 15, 1987 led inexorably 
to the white nationalist “Unite the Right” rally which 
took place in Charlottesville, Virginia on August 11, 
2017. 

Eberstadt blames the sexual revolution ultimately for 
both events because the sexual revolution has created 
“a crisis of identity’“* by destroying the family, from 
which everyone derives the first sense of who they are. 
The sexual revolution, in other words, created iden- 
tity politics because “The more people feel themselves 
adrift in a vast, impersonal, anonymous sea, the more 
desperately they swim toward any familiar, intelligible, 
protective life-raft; the more they crave a politics of 
identity.’*? The young white guys who showed up to 
claim an identity at Charlottesville were born into a 
world “in which the human family has imploded, and 
in which many people, no matter how privileged oth- 
erwise, have been deprived of the most elementary of 
human connections” creating a need for identity pol- 
itics.*° 

The same is a fortiori true of women. Deprived of 
their roles as wife and mother by the sexual revolu- 
tion and reproductive technology, they created a faux 
identity for themselves as feminists, which Eberstadt 
describes as resulting from “identity erasure.”*” The 
source of this identity crisis is secularization because 
only religion can give the complete answer to the ques- 
tion Who am I? Identity erasure becomes, as a result, 
one of the inevitable “social consequences of religious 
decline.”*® 
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WHO AM I? 


After surveying the sequelae of secularization and the 
sexual revolution, Eberstadt is forced to come to the 
same conclusion Herberg arrived at 65 years earlier: no 
religion equals no identity. The eclipse of religion has 
led to the disappearance of historical “behavior codes” 
which are the source of moral action and, therefore, 
identity, but the main source of the problem goes 
deeper than that. The disappearance of a “transcen- 
dental horizon” removed “one more way of answering 
the question Who am I? that religion has traditionally 
supplied: J am a child of God.” 

Eberstadt jumps too quickly here to a theological 
answer that can be found only at the end of The Book. 
The most pertinent question which comes to mind af- 
ter asking Who am I? is Who made me? The answer to 
that question is “God made me.” If God made me, He 
knows who I am because He made me what I am. Our 
identity, in other words, is dependent on God and the 


human nature he implanted in us when He created us. 
That human nature involves free will, which means we 
must choose the good according to who we are. This 
means that religion involves behavior in a way that 
race, which is a purely biological phenomenon, does 
not. There is no such thing as white values, but there 
are Christian values, Jewish values, and Muslim values. 
One of the main motivations for becoming "white" is 
avoidance of the moral law. This allows for easy sub- 
version of the white pseudo-identity. 

There is an element of subjective ratification. We 
can deny God’s existence but only at the price of los- 
ing our own identity in the process. This means that 
we can answer the question Who am I? only by refer- 
ring to our relationship with the ultimate, ultimate re- 
ality which all men call God. The social engineers un- 
derstood very clearly that pseudo-identities proliferate 
when the idea of God evaporates from the mind. They 
also understood that the surest way to ensure that the 
idea of God evaporates from the mind is by promoting 
sexual liberation. Wilhelm Reich created the program 
of “sexual revolution,” a term he himself coined, based 
on that insight. So once again we are forced to Her- 
berg’s conclusion: no religion equals no identity. Secu- 
larization followed by the sexual revolution destroyed 
the only ethnic identity that Americans ever had. 

Eberstadt’s conclusion corresponds uncannily with 
the conclusion which Herberg derived from his anal- 
ysis of the Triple Melting Pot. Those without religion 
in America have no identity. The ethnic parish, to 
specify the engine of Catholic assimilation in America, 
provided an identity that was faithful to both the old 
country and the new America precisely because reli- 
gion transcended their geographical boundaries. The 
ethnic group, according to Herberg, was “the primary 
context of identification and social location””® for the 
first wave of immigrants. Yet: 


The first concern of the immigrants, we may remember, 
was with their churches. As the ethnic group began to 
emerge, so did the ethnic church, the church that tran- 
scended “old country” particularisms and grouped believ- 
ers according to the newly relevant ethnic (linguistic, cul- 


tural, “national”) lines.! 


The ethnic parish was equally helpful for the second 
generation of “doubly alienated, marginal men” be- 
cause it provides a form of identity even after “they 
refused to identify themselves any longer in terms of 
their ethnic background, but no new form of identi- 


fication had yet emerged.””? In America, “one had to 
be ‘something.’”** Because their parents deprived the 
second generation of that something by migrating to 
America, the second generation found themselves “in 
an intolerable position, consumed with ambition, anx- 
iety, and self-hatred”” that could be ameliorated only 
by the ethnic parish. Religion became even more im- 
portant to the third generation because having aban- 
doned “nationality, language, culture,” the only thing 
he had left was his religion, and this he was “not ex- 
pected to change.” As a result, “it is religion that with 
the third generation has become the differentiating el- 
ement and the context of self-identification and social 
location.” 

Sam and I, as I pointed out in my talk at his memo- 
rial service, came from two different ethnic groups. I 
was a Catholic from the North, and he was a Protes- 
tant from the South who had abandoned his religion 
at an early age. As a result, Sam did not know who he 


As soon as you claim that being 
“white” is the most important 


issue, the Jew, who is driving the 
real agenda, becomes invisible. 





was. He filled that vacuum by becoming a conserva- 
tive, but after getting fired from the Washington Times, 
Sam abandoned conservatism in favor of white iden- 
tity. In doing so he became the post-humus father of 
the Alt-Right, a white nationalist or separatist move- 
ment which formed in the wake of the identity vac- 
uum created by the sexual chaos practiced by their 
parents. [he white boys are needy. Their “primal cry,” 
according to Eberstadt is “Mine!” They yearn for an 
“ethnostate”’’ as compensation for the lack of identity 
which comes from “domestic dispossession.” White 
nationalists, Eberstadt tells us, “are much more likely 
to be divorced than married or never married.””® 

Rose characterizes Sam’s racism as an “open secret. . 
. his vision of America as a nation inextricably bound 
up with white supremacy.” Race displaced religion in 
a way that would become paradigmatic for Sam's Alt- 


Right followers: 


Though raised in a Protestant family, Francis was not a 


believer, and he wrote critically of conservatives who 
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thought Christianity could provide philosophical and in- 
stitutional resistance to liberalism. . .. Modern Christian- 
ity was no friend of white Americans, Francis concluded. 
“Christianity today is the enemy of the West and the race 


that created it.” 


Tom Fleming’s attempts to sanitize Sam’s articles of 
their racial content for publication in Chronicles boo- 
meranged and led to charges of hypocrisy when Da- 
vid Frum denounced both men in National Review 
as “unpatriotic conservatives.” The main weapon he 
wielded in decertifying the moral legitimacy of paleo- 
conservatives was their advocacy of white supremacy, 
and the man who put that weapon into Frum’s hands 
was Sam Francis, who gave an “overtly racialist speech” 


What do Jerusalem under Simon bar Kokhba, the Soviet 
Union under Trotsky, Zinoviev, Kamanev, and Radek, 
Bavaria under Kurt Eisner and Eugene Levine, Hungary 


under Bela Kun, Israel under Menachem Begin or 
Itzhak Shamir, or the free and democratic Iraq have in 
common? Lots of people have to die to bring about the 
revolutionary Jews version of heaven on earth. 





at the “white-supremacist American Renaissance or- 
ganization’ in 1994.°° The fact that a Jew leveled this 
accusation was, of course, the unkindest cut of all be- 
cause Jared Taylor, who was the head of the Ameri- 
can Renaissance, was the main person responsible for 
spreading confusion among culture warriors like Sam 
by claiming that Jews were white. 

Race, Frum opines, “was not in those days central 
to conservative thinking, if only because, as Francis 
himself noted, the early conservative movement was so 
urban and northern. For the paleos, however, race and 
ethnicity were from the start essential and defining is- 
sues—and so they remain to this day.” 

Frum then goes on to smear the paleocons by as- 
sociating them with Kevin MacDonald, who, Frum 
is forced to admit “does not quite belong to the pa- 
leoconservative club.” No matter, any club is good 
enough to beat the uppity goyim who think they can 
define their own political movement without the help 
of Jewish commissars like Frum. 

There are, however, certain ironies here which are 
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too big to ignore. I began my talk at the Sam Francis 
memorial by quoting Sam's question “Are Jews white?” 
because all of the paleocons from Tom Fleming to 
Jared Taylor had gone out of their way to avoid the 
Jewish Question. By rejecting any kind of theological 
definition of what a Jew is (see The Jewish Revolution- 
ary Spirit), Francis, Taylor and the paleos settled for 
an incoherent racial explanation, that blinded them 
to what was really going on by claiming that Jews 
were white.®' In return for that favor, Frum expelled 
them all from the synagogue of conservatism. When 
I brought up this issue, the paleocons who had gath- 
ered to honor Sam’s memory directed their ire at me, 
not at the Frums who had betrayed them. Tom Flem- 
ing, who was not in the room, expelled me from the 
minor shul known as the 
Rockford Institute for 
bringing up the Jewish 
issue, even though it was 
Frum who had expelled 
him from the larger 
synagogue six years ear- 
lier. All in all, it was a 
stunning performance 
in which self-loathing 
united with intellectual 
cowardice to silence the 
voice of the only man in 
the room who was willing to state that Sam Francis 
had once asked the question, “Are Jews white?” 

The same Peter Brimelow, editor of V-Dare.com, 
who panicked at being labeled an anti-Semite because 
he happened to be in the same room where I gave my 
speech, had already been outed by Frum in National 
Review. 

On March 17, 2003, for example, V-Dare.com 
prominently posted on its homepage an anonymous 
letter celebrating [Kevin] MacDonald’s work and 
quoting his allegation that the Iraq war “is being fo- 
mented by Jewish neo-conservative activists based in 
the Bush administration, congressional lobbying orga- 
nizations, and the media.” More generally, MacDonald 
said—and V-Dare.com repeated—“the most important 
Jewish contributions to culture were facilitated not 
only by high IQ but by closely cooperating, mutually 
reinforcing groups of Jews who were centered around 
charismatic leaders and excluded dissenters.” 

Again ironies abound! Frum accuses the paleocons 
of being anti-Semites when they spent all of their time 





trying to convince their constituents that Jews were 
white, as a way of defusing the Jewish issue. The pa- 
leocons were easy targets for David Frum because they 
could not articulate a coherent critique of the Jewish 
subversion of American culture. Alienated from reli- 
gion, they based their critique on race by default, and 
at that point they lost the argument. When I articu- 
lated the traditional religious position that the Jews 
by killing Christ had rejected Logos and by rejecting 
Logos they became revolutionaries, the white boys all 
ran screaming from the room, their eyes full of fear of 
the Jews. 

After faulting Francis for his nativism. Frum then 
had the chutzpah to say that Pat Buchanan “permit- 
ted a dual loyalty to influence him” in a discussion of 
a war—the attack on Iraq in 2003—that was driven 
entirely by the Israel First agenda of the Neoconser- 
vatives and to a large extent by people in the US gov- 
ernment (including David Frum) who possessed dual 
American/Israeli citizenship. This wasn’t a momentary 
lapse on Frum’s part. Attacking the paleoconservative 
resistance to NATO’s war on Serbia, Frum criticized 
the America First mote in Tom Fleming’s eye while 
ignoring the Israel First beam in his own: “To an un- 
charitable eye, Fleming and his magazine appeared to 
have succumbed to what George Washington might 
have condemned as a ‘passionate attachment to a for- 


Lev Bronstein, aka Leon Trotsky 
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eign country.” Does anyone have a more “passionate 
attachment” to a foreign country than neoconservative 
Israel Firsters like David Frum? Hypocrisy is too mild 
a term when it comes to describing chutzpah of this 
magnitude. And yet the white boys who called them- 
selves conservatives couldn't bring themselves to un- 
derstand what was going on, much less act on their 
understanding, because as soon as you claim that be- 
ing “white” is the most important issue, the Jew, who 
is driving the real agenda, becomes invisible. 

Frum’s article ends in a hysterical crescendo of hyp- 
ocritical jingoism: 


They began by hating the neoconservatives. They came to 
y beg y g 4 

hate their party and this president. They have finished by 
hating their country. ... War is a great clarifier. It forces 

g y: g 

people to take sides. The paleoconservatives have cho- 
sen—and the rest of us must choose too. In a time of dan- 
ger, they have turned their backs on their country. Now 


we turn our backs on them. 


At some point between the time he finished the Le- 
viathan manuscript in the mid-1990s and his death in 
2005, Sam moved from class to race as the repository 
of political power. Sam was forced to conclude that 
social engineering led inexorably to the rise of iden- 
tity politics. Herberg refers obliquely to the Burnham/ 
Francis bourgeois/managerial dichotomy by talking 
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about inner- vs. other-directed Americans. Like Sam, 
Herberg implies that the rise in religious identification 
may be the result of social engineering. Unlike Sam, 
Herberg feels that race does not answer the question 
Who am I? with two notable exceptions—*“Negroes 
and those of Oriental origin.”®* Herberg then con- 
cludes that the only kind of “separateness or diversity 
that America recognizes as permanent, and yet also 
as involving no status of inferiority, is the diversity or 
separateness of religious community.” 

Herberg wrote those words in 1954, the same year 
in which the Supreme Court handed down its Brown 
v. Board of Education decision, outlawing segregation 
in the classroom. What followed was the rise of racial 
consciousness in America. The big sociological ques- 
tion which flowed from the rise of racial consciousness 


Anyone who has watched 
commercials on television 


knows that Hollywood/ 
Madison Avenue has declared 
war on white people. 





is whether race made the Triple Melting Pot obsolete. 
Most agreed that it had: 


During the 1960s, it became clear that the “triple melt- 
ing pot’ was too simple a view of America. Herberg had 
considered only in passing the fact that African-Amer- 
ican Protestants were not part of the Protestant “melt- 
ing pot, and that Sunday morning remained the most 
segregated time of the week. He had skimmed over the 
Eastern Orthodox history and presence on the American 
scene, and had overlooked the rise of black Islam. As re- 
ligious scholar Martin Marty noted in his introduction 
to the 1983 edition of the book, Herberg had not fore- 
seen the revival of the “identity” issues that would be so 
pronounced within a few years. Marty writes: “A decade 
after he published, America had broken into a complex 
of identity-giving collectivities: Orthodox, black Protes- 
tant, multiethnic Catholic conflict groups, Jewish ‘sectar- 
ianism, feminist and generational causes and movements, 
Indian and Hispanic power fronts, Eastern ‘cults.’ Even 
Protestantism was drastically sundered by an unforeseen 


recovery of fundamentalism-evangelical-pentecostalism 
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over against a dwindling ‘mainline’ in which Herberg has 
placed so much stock.” . . . Just a decade after the publi- 
cation of Protestant, Catholic, Jew, the Immigration Act of 
1965 was passed, launching a new phase of immigration 
that would make American ethnicity and religion more 
textured and more complicated than Herberg had ever 
imagined, with the growth of substantial Muslim, Bud- 
dhist, Hindu, and Sikh communities.” 


After reviewing Kennedy's data, Peach concluded 
that “a racial/ethnic division of society into Black, 
Jewish and white Gentile would be a more accurate 
description of the New Haven data than Kennedy's 
Protestant, Catholic and Jewish melting pots.’®” Un- 
fortunately, the racial categories “Black, Jewish, and 
White Gentile” are not self-referential. With one ex- 
ception—Jewish—they do not provide an answer to 
the question Who are you? If a Polish Catholic from 
Chicago were asked, who are you? It is unlikely that 
he would answer “I am a White Gentile,” because that 
designation is a purely negative way of saying that “I 
am nota Jew.’ The term Jewish is the exception to that 
rule, but the term Jewish is, at least arguably, a reli- 
gious identifier. 

Born in 1946 at the beginning of the Baby Boom, 
Sam Francis mirrored the development we have just 
described. Whatever religious afhliation he was born 
into ceased early on to become a marker of his iden- 
tity, getting subsumed first into conservatism and then 
into race, in a process that mirrored the secularization 
of the United States during the period of his lifetime. 

The gist of my talk at the Sam Francis memorial was 
that the culture wars are simply not understandable 
in racial terms. The different sides in the culture wars 
may have used race as a pretext, but the identity of 
the antagonists was ethnic not racial in the sense com- 
monly portrayed in the media. In applying the ethnic 
calculus to this period of history, we discover that the 
blacks, even if they were the most visible player in the 
civil rights phase of the culture wars of the “60s, were 
ultimately the pawn of other groups, which were just 
as white as the groups they attacked. 

In his book Fatal Embrace, Benjamin Ginsburg con- 
firms our suspicion that the racial conflicts of the ‘60s 
werent really racial at all by showing that virtually ev- 
ery major civil rights organization, including, or one 
might say especially, the Southern Christian Leader- 
ship Conference was in some sense of the word con- 


trolled by Jews: 


Jews served as major financiers and 
strategists for the civil rights movement. 
Jews served as well as the key liaisons 
between the civil rights movement and 
the government during both the Ken- 
nedy and Johnson eras. Jewish groups, 
organized through the National Jewish 
Community Relations Advisory Coun- 
cil, had long worked closely with blacks 
in efforts to eliminate housing and 
employment discrimination from the 
1950s and after.°° 





WHITE ON WHITE RACISM? 


Jewish contributions provided a sub- 
stantial share of the funding for such 
civil rights groups as the NAACP and CORE. Jewish 
attorneys were at the forefront of the legal offensive 
against the American apartheid system. Stanley Levin- 
son, a longtime official and fund-raiser for the Amer- 
ican Jewish Congress, became Martin Luther King’s 
chief aid and advisor, having previously served as a 
major fund-raiser for Bayard Rustin. Harry Wachtel 
was a major legal advisor and fundraiser for the SCLC. 
Levinson and Wachtel were often called King’s twin 
Jewish lawyers. Jack Greenberg, head of the NAACP 
Legal Defense Fund was the most important single 
civil rights lawyer in the United States. Jews comprised 
a large segment—perhaps one-third of the whites who 
participated in civil rights marches and protests in the 
South during the 1960s. 

Kevin MacDonald, America’s premier racial theorist, 
says pretty much the same thing as Ginsberg in the ar- 
ticle on the Jewish-Black alliance which appeared in 
Race and the American Prospect, which Sam was editing 
before he died. MacDonald Writes: 


The record shows quite clearly that Jewish organizations 
as well as a great number of individual Jews contributed 
enormously to the success of the movement to increase 
the power of blacks and alter the racial hierarchy of the 
United States.” 


He continues: 


Jews played a prominent role in organizing blacks begin- 
ning with the founding of the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) in 1909. 
The NAACP was founded by wealthy German Jews, non- 
Jewish whites and blacks led by W.E. B. Dubois.” The 


Richard Spencer 





Jewish role was predominant: 


By mid-decade, the NAACP had something of the aspect 
of an adjunct of B’nai B'rith and the American Jewish 
Committee, with the brothers Joel and Arthur Spingarn 
serving as board chairman and chief legal counsel, respec- 
tively; Herbert Lehman on the exectuive commitee; Lil- 
lian Wald and Walter Sachs on the board (although not 
simultaneously); and Jacob Schiff and Paul Warburg as fi- 
nancial angels. By 1920, Herbert Seligman was director of 
public relations and Martha Greuning served as his assis- 
tant... . Small wonder that a bewildered Marcus Garvey 
stormed out of NAACP headquarters in 1917 muttering 


that it was a white organization.’'” 


The NAACP, in other words, was a Jewish organi- 
zation that mobilized America’s blacks to fight racial 
discrimination insofar as this was congruent with Jew- 
ish goals. Benjamin Ginsberg is remarkably frank in 
discussing the terms of the Jewish-Black alliance: 


By speaking on behalf of blacks as well as Jews. . . Jew- 
ish groups were able to present themselves as fighting for 
the abstract and quintessential American principles of fair 
play and equal justice rather than the selfish interests of 
Jews alone. This would not be the last time that Jewish 
organizations found that helping blacks could serve their 
own interests as well... Gains achieved on behalf of one, 
Jewish organizations reasoned, would serve the interests of 
both, while allowing Jews to project an image of unselfish 
pursuit of the public good. . . For Jews. . . gains achieved 
on behalf of blacks in terms of equality of opportunity 
also promised to serve their own interest in eliminating 


discrimination.”° 
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I tried to point out the religious dimensions of the 
culture wars in the speech I gave at the Sam Francis 
memorial by claiming that the real enemy, both here 
and in Russia was the revolutionary Jew. He was not 
our enemy, I said then, because of some occult racial 
inheritance. The revolutionary Jew is our enemy be- 
cause he has rejected Logos: 

What do Jerusalem under Simon bar Kokhba, the 
Soviet Union under Trotsky, Zinoviev, Kamanev, and 
Radek, the short lived Soviet Republics of Bavaria 
under Kurt Eisner and Eugene Levine, and Hungary 
under Bela Kun, the racial Apartheid state known as 
Israel under terrorists like Menachem Begin or Itzhak 
Shamir, or the neocon never-never land known as a 
free and democratic Iraq have in common? Death is 
what they have in common. Lots of people have to 
die to bring about the revolutionary Jew’s version of 
heaven on earth.” 

The reaction of virtually everyone present was un- 
diluted horror, followed by thinly veiled anger, both 
reactions were based on fear that they would be ac- 
cused of anti-Semitism because of proximity to me. 
Taki summed up the reaction best when he cried out 
“We're all going to be arrested.” Fran Griffin, the or- 
ganizer of the event, had to calm everyone down by 
assuring them that my ideas were not contagious. 

The most visceral reaction in the room, however, 
came when I announced that Sam Francis had con- 
verted to Catholicism on his death bed. It was tan- 
tamount to saying that Sam was a traitor to his race. 
But it was also a harbinger of things to come. Sam, 
along with Paul Gottfried, who was in the room when 
I gave my speech, went on to become the post-humus 
godfather of the Alt-Right movement. “I can’t believe 
you actually gave that talk,” Gottfried said to me af- 
terward, having read the advance copy I had sent him. 
That movement followed the racial path which Sam 
adumbrated toward the end of his life under the lead- 
ership of Richard Spencer, who was instrumental in 
publishing Leviathan and its Enemies, and it reached 
its apocalyptic culmination ten years after his death in 
Charlottesville. Like the Mahdi who inspired a num- 
ber of followers to charge Kitchener’s Maxim Guns 
at the Battle of Omdurman, waving scimitars astride 
their camels, Sam Francis, with the help of Paul Got- 
tfried, inspired Richard Spencer to hand out spears to 
the white boys and point them in the direction of the 
legal machine gun nest in Charlottesville, where they 
all got mowed down. 
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Expelled from the synagogue of conservatism by 
William FE Buckley, Sam became a race man. From 
the Introduction of Leviathan and its Enemies, we 
learn that “Sam was a thorough-going materialist and 
agreed with Burnham that rational social and political 
analysis of the behavior of elites could yield a ‘science 
of power’ and expose the workings of history.’”” 

Being a materialist turned Sam into an anti-intellec- 
tual who had more in common with James Burnham’s 
Marxist roots than fellow Southerner Richard Weaver. 
Sam ended Leviathan and its Enemes by pinning his 
hopes for revolution on the “psychic secession” of a 
eroup he calls “the post-bourgeois proletariat.””° Sam’s 
wish reached post-humus fulfillment in the “Unite the 
Right” rally in Charlottesville. White, these deraci- 
nated Protestants had to learn the hard way, is not an 
identity which corresponds to extra-mental reality. By 
identifying as white, the crowd at Charlottesville in- 
ternalized the commands of their oppressors and guar- 
anteed their own demise. 

Undeterred by the stupidity of the white boys, God 
took the evil that they had to endure at the hands of 
Jewish commissars like Roberta Kaplan and turned it 
into good. Realizing the hopelessness of their situa- 
tion, many of the white boys who got mowed down 
by the Jewish legal system at Charlottesville are now 
turning to Catholicism, which provides not only 
a source of consolation in time of trouble but a real 
identity as well. 


THE WAR ON WHITES IS REAL 


Anyone who has watched commercials on television 
knows that Hollywood/Madison Avenue has declared 
war on white people. Unfortunately, their perception, 
like Hillary Clinton’s term “Deplorables” does not cor- 
respond to extra-mental reality. Ethnic identity corre- 
sponds to reality, and in America, as Herberg pointed 
out, ethnos is defined by religion. Whenever the de- 
racinated Catholics and Protestants in America define 
themselves as “white,” they play into the hands of their 
largely Jewish oppressors. This is what happened at 
Charlottesville. If you don't believe me, ask Roberta 
Kaplan, the self-described “chubby lesbian kike”’”” who 
is now trying to ruin the lives of the white boys with 
predatory lawsuits. 

The conclusion is inescapable. Religious identity 
is the only bulwark against the identity politics of 
the Great Satan. The Arbaeen March in Dearborn” 
in which thousands of Shi’a Muslims marched un- 
hindered to Henry Ford Park shouting “Long Live 
Hussein” is one example of what I’m talking about. If 
Antifa had showed up at this rally, they would have 
had to field thousands of demonstrators to contest the 
Muslims’ right to assemble. We're dealing with hypo- 
theticals here, but judging from the size and compo- 
sition of the crowd, Antifa would not have come out 
unscathed from this encounter. ‘The same thing is true 
of the much smaller Christ the King procession which 
the SSPX organized in Post Falls, Idaho. Antifa was 
again a no show, not because the Lefebvrites drew a 
crowd as large as the Iraqi Shi’a in Dearborn, because 
the did not, but because their religious identity acted 
as a protective shield. 

I feel compelled to end this story on a personal 
note. Over the course of the Spring of 2019, I became 
famous on the Internet. The Jews whose job it is to 
suppress all evidence of my existence thought that the 
millions who viewed YouTube videos, as well as the 
thousands of people who subscribed to my YouTube 
channel, had catapulted me from the realm of dy- 
namic silence to the point where they had to attack me 
by name.” The man who mentioned this explicitly is 
an employee of CAMERA, a Jewish propaganda outlet 
which purports to supply news on what is happening 
in the Middle East.®° Dexter van Zile, the recent con- 
vert and paid character assassin who volunteered (or 
was told) to attack me, now calls himself a Catholic, 
which may have something to do with what he did 


after everyone ignored his articles; Van Zile wrote a 
letter to Bishop Kevin Rhoades, the ordinary of the 
Diocese of Fort Wayne-South Bend, informing his ex- 
cellency that the time had come to deal with E. Mi- 
chael Jones, who was in Van Zile’s eyes and the eyes of 
those who paid him his salary, a notorious anti-Sem- 
ite, in spite of (or perhaps because of) the fact that his 
main delict consisted in telling people to get baptized 
and then get married and have children. 

For some strange reason, Bishop Rhoades didn’t 
immediately respond to Van Zile’s letter. This may 
be because there are certain infractions which lead to 
excommunication, and offending the sensibilities of 
the editorial staff at CAMERA is not one of them. 
Van Zile then published his letter to Rhoades as an 
open letter on the Internet,*' and once again the si- 
lence greeting it was deafening. But, the story didn't 
end there. It just so happened that Van Zile’s attack on 
me corresponded with my 50" wedding anniversary, 
which the diocese of Fort Wayne-South Bend hon- 
ored, along with those of other couples in the diocese, 
at a ceremony at St. Matthew’s Cathedral. ‘The cere- 
mony was presided over by none other than Bishop 
Rhoades, who was gracious enough to have his picture 
taken with me and my wife following the ceremony. 
We then posted the picture on my Twitter,” and this 
time the deafening silence came from Mr. Van Zile 
and his employers at CAMERA. 

Why do I mention this? Because, unlike “conser- 
vatism” or “whiteness” or any other confected iden- 
tity, Catholicism confers an identity through baptism 
which cannot be taken away from its members by 
the self-appointed popes who, as recipients of oligar- 
chic money, police the precincts of identity politics. 
Sam Francis was excommunicated from the syna- 
gogue known as conservatism by William F. Buckley, 
who with the help of Jewish money, had had himself 
named pope of that sect. The fact that the same thing 
didnt happen to me at the hands of Dexter van Zile 
is proof of my contention that the Catholic faith is a 
category which exists in the mind of God. As such, it 
cannot be contradicted by men. It guarantees protec- 
tion from the predations of Satan and his synagogue 
on earth that no other identity can provide. 


W 


Endnotes Available Online: 
www.CultureWars.com 
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CHARLOTTESVILLE POST-MORTEM 
THE TRAGIC DEMISE OF WHITE IDENTITY 


BY DAVID MARTIN 


It was May of 1970 and my wife and I, both grad- 
uate students at the University of North Carolina in 
Chapel Hill, had joined hundreds of other people, 
most of whom were students, in an enormous march 
around Chapel Hill in protest of the shooting of dem- 
onstrators at Kent State University and incursion into 
Cambodia, expanding the Vietnam War. As we were 
marching toward Franklin Street, the main drag in the 
town, someone near the front began the chant, “Ho, 
Ho, Ho Chi Minh, the NLF is going to win.”* 

As deep as my anger was toward the government 
that I had finished serving on active duty in the Army 
a scant two years before, the chant made me very un- 
comfortable. It struck me as pro-Communist, which 
its originators probably intended it to be, but virtually 
the entire crowd—very few of which I would think 
really had any Communist sympathies—joined in 
the chant. It had a nice cadence, like the ones I had 
shouted with my platoon at Fort Bragg, but at the 


Where on earth did they come from? 


same time it managed to taint the march, giving op- 
ponents something easy to seize upon and denounce. 
Flash forward to September of 2005. Once again 
I’m in a march against a major American war. This 
time it’s the war in Iraq and I’m part of a truly mas- 
sive demonstration in Washington, DC. It was prob- 
ably the high water mark in the United States of re- 
sistance to the criminal Middle East wars so far in the 
21* century. But even more than the earlier march in 
Chapel Hill, people who I am certain were ringers 
and plants tainted the demonstration. The largest 
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and noisiest such group flew socialist banners, dressed 
similarly, and all seemed to be no older than thirty. 
“Where on earth did they come from?” I wondered. A 
friend accompanying me spotted one obvious ringer 
sporting a sign directing obscenities toward President 
Bush, positioning himself between the television cam- 
eras and the speakers’ platform on the Ellipse near the 
White House. I have no guilt feeling over joining my 
friend in forcibly taking down the man’s sign after he 
refused to do so voluntarily, and tearing it up. 

From this little bit of experience I can say that po- 
litical demonstrations give a great opportunity for the 
practice of what in the Nixon era was called “dirty 
tricks” for propagandistic purposes. I can also recog- 
nize the grain of truth in the “controversial” obser- 
vation of President Trump that there were “very fine 
people on both sides” in the recent violent event in 
Charlottesville, Virginia. 

But in contrast to the two demonstrations that I 
experienced, which were filled with gen- 
uine people with the best of intentions 
from all walks of life and of all ages, the 
percentage of such people in the melee at 
Charlottesville had to have been very low. To be sure 
there are lots of people of good will who still revere 
the great Confederate General Robert E. Lee and are 
dismayed at the plans of the city of Charlottesville to 
remove a statue honoring him, but only the most de- 
luded among them would participate in a rally led by 
a self-proclaimed “white nationalist” and peopled by 
assorted “neo-Nazis’ and “white supremacists.” Even 
without the violence, such support from such a quar- 
ter is clearly harmful to the cause of honoring General 
Lee, perpetuating, as it can’t help but do, the very sim- 





plistic notion that the War between the States was all 
about ending the racist oppression of black people by 
white people. 

On the other side there might have been some 
well-meaning but weak-minded people among them 
who have succumbed to the steady diet of propaganda 
that has come almost monolithically from the national 
opinion-molding community, from the universities, 
the press, and from Hollywood on the subject of rac- 
ism in the United States in general and the South in 
particular, and would be moved to go out and protest 
against it. Perhaps there are more folks than I would 
like to believe who responded honestly to the clarion 
call of the Marxist Socialist Worker web site with its 
reasoning like the following:** 


Here's another obvious point about people who organize 
protests in defense of the Confederacy: They are hate-fu- 
eled racists whose actions quickly reveal that the only free- 
dom they're interested in protecting is their own freedom 


to oppress and intimidate others. .... 


To halt this growing menace will require people coming 
together in large numbers to directly confront the hate- 
mongers before they can grow into a truly threatening 


force. 


Still, if they are motivated enough to go out and 
protest—some of them traveling a long distance to do 


Charlottesville, Virginia, August 2017 
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so—one would think that they would also have heard 
about a group called Antifa, a very violence-prone 
outfit that claims to be on a mission against “fas- 
cism.” Since white nationalism from their perspective 
is fascism incarnate, one could well expect that theirs 
would be a heavy presence among the “protestors” of 
the white nationalists’ rally in Charlottesville, and so 
it was. Would well-meaning “fine people” really want 
to be associated with mobs that throw containers of 
urine and feces on people and club them, set fires 
to cars, and bash out the windows of buildings as a 
form of expression? I suppose it is possible that the 
counter-protest crowd had some few among it who 
could claim ignorance by dint of the fact that they got 
all their news from, say, MSNBC or CNN and had 
never heard of Antifa, but it is difficult to believe that 
there were very many such people. 

President Trump also said in his initial statement, 
rightly though imprecisely and inarticulately, that 
there were “bad people” on both sides—both sides— 
who were responsible for the violence. To be more ac- 
curate, what he should have said was that there were 
ringers and plants on both sides who were most likely 
primarily responsible for the violence. In fact, if truth 
be told, what happened at Charlottesville might best 
be described as one big propagandistic dirty trick, 
from a beginning that stretches a few years back to a 
very bad end that we are only beginning to see. 
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DIVISIVE MISCHIEF 


We didn’t realize it at the time, but race relations 
in the United States probably were at their historical 
best with the election of Barack Obama as president 
in 2008. To be sure he had the same weak candidate 
to run against in the Democratic primary that Donald 
Trump faced in the general election last year and the 
Republicans put up very poor candidates against him 
both in 2008 and 2012, but it is undeniable that a 
very great number of white people voted for Obama 
for who they perceived that he was, not for who he 
wasnt. Martin Luther King’s vision of a colorblind 
society in which people are judged by the content 
of their character rather than the color of their skin 
seemed to be well on its way to being realized. 

Around the beginning of Obama’ second term, 
though, race relations in the country began to worsen. 
Looking at some of the key events of the period we 
cant help but notice a certain contrived character to 
that worsening. It probably started with theTrayvon 
Martin case in the spring of 2012. One can get a good 
appreciation of the role the media played in fanning 
the flames of racial discord with my article, “Washing- 
ton Post Distorts Trayvon Martin News.” Here is a key 
passage: 

As The Post tells it, it was 
the Martin parents’ outrage 
over the lack of a criminal 
charge that led them to the 
lawyers and thence to this 
amazingly effective PR guy. 
But was it really the family’s 
public relations campaign 
that has vaulted this story 
into the national news, or 
has something more sinister been at work? You can 
read this Style section article as thoroughly and care- 
fully as possible, and nowhere will you find any men- 
tion of the malicious role played by NBC and its edit- 
ing of the tape of the 911 call that Zimmerman made, 
which makes Zimmerman out to be a racist. 

From there we had the events in Ferguson, Missouri, 
and in Baltimore, accompanied by the rise of an orga- 
nization called Black Lives Matter, whose very name 
suggests that we have returned to an era in which 
black people are considered to be of less consequence 
than white people are. 

Over the same period, Hollywood made its contri- 
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bution to worsened race relations with some very in- 
cendiary movies that might very well be described as 
Uncle Tom’ Cabin on steroids. While the Martin-Zim- 
merman case was in the news, Quentin Tarantino's 
hyper-violent Django Unchained was in the movies, 
giving black people a historical excuse to hate white 
people in general and Southern white people in partic- 
ular. That was followed up by the perhaps even more 
pernicious 12 Years a Slave in 2013, whose negative 
contribution to race relations in the country are well 
summed up by this article in World Net Daily by Scott 
Greer. This quote from author Colin Flaherty captures 
the essence of the article: 


Hollywood has a relentless and very singular view on ra- 
cial relations. Their point of view is that racism is every- 
where and it is permanent, and this is a point of view that 
is repeated in every major Hollywood movie about race. 
“Django Unchained” and “The Butler” are just the latest 


examples of this mindset. 


Oh, The Butler. That one came out in 2013. It is 
not about the slavery period. Rather, it is based on the 
true story of Eugene Allen as written up by reporter 
Will Haygood in an article in The Washington Post. 
The movie gives Allen the name of “Cecil Gaines.” 


Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban, who draws 
much of his support from people concerned over 


massive immigration, clearly felt that Taylor and 
Spencer were up to no good and were, in fact, political 
poison, when they traveled to his country in 2014. 





Here the left wing online publication Daily Beast 
rationalizes the liberty that the movie took with the 
truth in the latter's outrageous, gratuitous smear of 
Southern white people: 


The Butler, with its Forrest Gump-like ambition to touch 
on every significant moment and movement in the coun- 
trys 20th century racial history, begins by showing Cecil 
Gaines on a Georgia plantation picking cotton with his 
father (David Banner). After his mother (Mariah Carey, 
in a wordless performance) becomes catatonic after be- 
ing raped by the plantation owner (Alex Pettyfer) and his 
father is subsequently murdered, Cecil is essentially or- 


phaned. The woman in charge of the plantation (Vanessa 


Redgrave) takes pity on him and makes him a houseboy, 
the beginning of his life-long career as a domestic. 


Allen, however, was born in Virginia, and, according 
to Haygood, never spoke bitterly about his upbringing 
or hinted at the monstrosities depicted in the film. He 
was a plantation houseboy in Virginia and did, as Ce- 
cil does in the film, leave in the pursuit of better em- 
ployment. How’s that for fanning the flames of racial 
and regional discord? 


THE CHARLESTON INCIDENT, JARED 
TAYLOR, AND RICHARD SPENCER 


I was frankly shocked at the degree of anti-South- 
ern animus that I encountered in online discussions in 
the wake of the pointless fatal shooting in Charleston, 
South Carolina, in June of 2015 of nine black church- 
goers. Considering the general historical ignorance of 
the American public though, and the extent to which 
their views are molded by popular culture, I suppose I 
should not have been surprised. 

Then, in the wake of the Charleston shootings, came 
an urbane, Yale-educated man by the name of Jared 
Taylor who fashions himself as a “racialist” as opposed 
to a racist to explain in learned-sounding terms why 
the shooting by a young white man named Dylann 
Roof had not really been as pointless as it might seem. 
His involvement in the matter probably did more 
than anything to persuade me that the whole thing 
had been a very sinister intelligence operation with 
the young white alleged shooter a convenient fall guy 
cut out of the mold of Lee Harvey Oswald, James Earl 
Ray, Sirhan Sirhan, and Timothy McVeigh, to name 
just a few of such historical characters. My interpreta- 
tion of the Charleston event is in my essay, “Dylann 


Roof and Jared Taylor,” which begins like this: 


From the beginning, there seemed to be a very contrived, 
orchestrated quality to the reported killing by a young 
white man of nine black Bible studiers at a famous old 
A.M.E. church in Charleston, South Carolina. Who could 
miss it, what with all the carefully posed photographs that 
came to light with the alleged perpetrator, 21-year-old 
Dylann Roof, holding a Confederate battle flag, wearing 
white African colonialist patches on his jacket, holding a 
gun, burning an American flag, visiting a slave plantation, 
etc.? No one has been identified as the person who took 


any of the photographs. Who was it? 


Who Invited this Guy? Charlottesville, VA 2017 
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Roof, from a broken home, had dropped out of 
school after repeating the ninth grade and was only 
fittully employed. His main activities seem to have 
been playing video games, taking recreational drugs, 
and chilling out with his friends, several of whom are 
black. 

If the orchestration had a purpose, as a CIA oper- 
ation of some sort, it seems to have been to cement 
in the public mind the idea that traditional white 
Southern society, the Confederacy, and the Confeder- 
ate battle flag that Roof flaunted in the photos rep- 
resent racism, pure and simple, and that the Civil War 
was all about ending the South’s oppression of black 
people. That was certainly the message that the me- 
dia—almost as one—carried to the public, as did the 
politicians who took their cue from the media. Play- 
ing his role in projecting that message, and more, that 
concern over rampant immigration is also based upon 
racism, has been a very unlikely character by the name 
of Jared Taylor. 

More recently the much younger Richard Spencer 
has supplanted Taylor as the press’s favorite “white su- 
premacist” bogeyman. Like Taylor, Spencer is a highly 
educated, articulate, unlikely racist. Like Taylor, he 
gives interviews to unfriendly news organs that he 
can be certain will use what he says to make him, his 
purported cause, and anyone or anything with which 
they can associate him, to look absolutely as bad as 
possible. It is very hard to escape the conclusion that 
that is the purpose in giving the interview. 

Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban, who 
draws much of his support, like Donald Trump, from 
people concerned over the effect on his country of 
massive immigration, clearly felt that Taylor and Spen- 
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cer were up to no good and were, in fact, political poi- 
son, when they traveled to his country in 2014 to hold 
a political conference. Orban banned the conference 
and slapped Spencer in jail for three days for defying 
the ban by holding an impromptu meeting with a 
number of the would-be attendees. 

Taylor and Spencer are peas in a pod when it comes 
to justifying their white nationalism. Both cite Israel 
as an exemplar. Here’s Taylor: 


Not long before he was assassinated, Yitzhak Rabin told 
U.S. News and World Report that as Prime Minister of 
Israel he had worked to achieve many things, but what he 
cared about most was that Israel remain at least 90 percent 
Jewish. He recognized that the character of Israel would 
change in fundamental-and to him unacceptable-ways 
if the non-Jewish population increased beyond a small 
minority. Equally obviously, the character of the United 


States is changing as non-whites arrive in large numbers. 


The FBI, as we have seen in 
countless previous instances, has 
a very broad definition for what it 

calls “informants.” They might 


well be, as hinted at here with the 


term ‘stoking violence, asthe 


leading perpetrators, themselves. 





Now here’s Spencer speaking to an interviewer on 
Israeli television after the Charlottesville incident: 


As an Israeli citizen, someone who understands your 
identity, you have a sense of nationhood and peoplehood 
and the history and experience of the Jewish people. You 
should respect someone like me who has analogous feel- 
ings about whites. I mean, you could say that I am a white 
Zionist in the sense that I care about my people. I want us 
to have a secure homeland that’s for us and ourselves just 


like you want a secure homeland in Israel. 


Could one better make the case against Trump and 
his supporters, who are concerned about what unbri- 
dled immigration from the Third World is doing to 
the country, than do Taylor and Spencer? “Trumpism 
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equals racism,’ one might as well say. The only people 
who really count in the Taylor-Spencer philosophy are 
the dominant majority group, which, at least for now, 
continues to be white. Everyone else is, in effect, a Pal- 
estinian. It is a perfect recipe for social disharmony, 
and it is in direct conflict the principles upon which 
this country—as opposed to the “Jewish state of Is- 
rael”—was founded. 

But what did Taylor and Spencer have to do specifi- 
cally with the Charlottesville incident? 

“In August 2017, Spencer was given hierarchical 
primacy on poster advertisements for the Charlottes- 
ville, Virginia, Unite the Right rally, which devolved 
into a notorious and violent confrontation,’ says Wik- 
ipedia, for what it is worth. As for Taylor, unless he 
was writing tongue-in-cheek, he confirmed on Twitter 
what was reported at the time on a left-wing web site, 
that he met in Charlottesville with the rally planners 
back in June while wearing a disguise. 

Taylor has also weighed in, in the wake of 
Charlottesville, once again being interviewed, as 
is his and Spencer’s wont, by a hostile publica- 
tion: “I certainly hope that white advocacy does 
not become irrevocably linked in the public’s 
mind with violence and confrontation,” said 
Jared Taylor, the founder of American Renais- 
sance, who hosts a white-nationalist conference 
every year and who Spencer has credited with 
“red-pilling”’ him, or converting him to the 
movement. Taylor's conference has attracted an 
increasing number of young alt-right attendees 
in the past couple years; when I went last year, 
there was a large contingent of MAGA-hat- 
wearing young men. 

If Taylor really doesn’t want to be associated with 
violence and confrontation, do you think he would 
be cozying up the The Atlantic, which can be counted 
on, going so far as to take liberties with the truth with 
respect to what happened at Charlottesville, to make 
precisely that association? 

And if you want to see how phony Spencer is—and, 
indeed, how phony the Spencer vs. Antifa conflict 
is—take a careful look at the video of Spencer being 
“assaulted” by a black-clad ostensible Antifa member 
while giving an interview during Trump’s Inaugural 
weekend. Notice first that silly haircut that Spencer is 
sporting. It virtually screams “neo-Nazi” and Spencer 
acts oblivious to it when someone in the audience 
hurls that charge at him. He might as well be the 


yuppie-coiffed “Progressive Lib- 
eral” professional wrestler Daniel 
Richards working the mountain 
circuit of Eastern Kentucky and 
West Virginia. In Washington, 
D.C., Spencer is playing the 
quite intentional red flag waver 
to a bull, but as it turns out, the 
forthcoming violent reaction is 
clearly anything but natural and 
spontaneous. Like the pre-match 
bluster, the “punch” thrown by 
the “Antifa” guy is taken right 
from Daniel Richards’ trade. It’s 
not a punch at all but a forearm 
with all the steam taken out of it, 
all show and no blow, if you will. It served its purpose, 
though, focusing national attention upon Spencer as 
the symbol of everything people are supposed to hate 
about Irump, while at the same time solidifying in the 
minds of Trump supporters what they hate about the 
Left and liberals. Talk about divisive mischief! 

Now recall the celebrated “sucker punch” thrown by 
supposed Trump supporter John McGraw against the 
face of young black “protestor,” Rakeem Jones, as he 
was being led out an arena in Fayetteville, North Car- 
olina, at a rally during the campaign. ‘That little ep- 
isode probably did more than anything else to fix in 
the public mind the idea that Trump supporters were 
racists. And even the little provocative interview that 
McGraw gave at the end of the rally, after inexplicably 
having been permitted to go back to his seat after he 
engaged in his “assault,” comes across as every bit as 
phony as Spencer's prior to his being “assaulted.” (To 
see my full take on the Fayetteville “sucker punch” ep- 
isode, read my series of articles on the subject, starting 
with the most recent one and working back.) 


JASON KESSLER 


The actual nominal organizer and leader of the 
Charlottesville rally was not Taylor or Spencer but a 
real latecomer to the white nationalism philosophy 
by the name of Jason Kessler. Kessler, like Spencer a 
eraduate of the highly selective University of Virginia, 
with his recent background as an Obama supporter 
and even as an Occupy Wall Street activist, makes ‘Tay- 
lor and Evans look almost genuine by comparison. “I 
cant think of any occupation that I admire more than 


Antifa in Action in Portland, Oregon, August 2018 





the professional provocateur, who has the courage & 
self-determination to court controversy despite all 
slings & arrows of the world,” is a statement that he 
has made in writing. 

And check out this quote from another web site: 


According to a woman (who wished to remain anony- 
mous) who was part of the Occupy movement camp in 
what was then called Lee Park, Kessler was present there 
for several weeks in late 2011. She said Kessler ultimately 
removed himself from the camp after activists there 
started to make it known that his presence was not wel- 


comed. 


“He was just so disagreeable that hed start fights 
between other people. He was very manipulative and 
very aggressive. He wanted people to be more violent 
and aggressive. He wanted to be the leader of things. 
... Even if his politics had been good, I don’t think 
people would have liked him,” she said. 

To me, that sounds exactly like the working style of 
someone practicing the occupation that Kessler has 
said he admires the most. “Unite the Right” he called 
his collection of lightning rods for national oppro- 
brium supposedly gathered to protest the removal of 
the statue of General from an honored place in his na- 
tive city. He might better have called it “Embarrass the 
Right,” “Discredit the Right,” or if he was determined 
to make it rhyme, “Indict the Right.” 

Dovetailing with this information about Kessler, we 
have this, with anonymous sources but with the ring 
of truth, from the web site True Pundit: 
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The FBI has Intel assets implanted in several white su- 
premacy sects, as well as the radical ANTIFA group, ac- 
cording to federal law enforcement sources who spoke to 
True Pundit. 


The FBI sources said it is unlikely an asset would be 
charged for stoking violence in Virginia if for instance 
that asset had or was providing valuable information 
on another domestic terrorism case. “We wouldn't do 
a solid informant for this,” one FBI insider said. The 
word “do” here pertains to indict. 

The FBI, as we have seen in countless previous in- 
stances, has a very broad definition for what it calls 
“informants. They might well be, as hinted at here 
with the term “stoking violence,” as the leading perpe- 
trators, themselves. If so, Kessler would be high on the 
list. There could be a number of other, more sinister 
individuals as well, including the possible orchestra- 
tors of the fatal car crash. 


PURPOSEFUL CRISIS MISMANAGEMENT? 


Kessler appears to be on solid ground when he 
blames the police and their superiors for their role 
in failing to prevent the violence that took place in 
Charlottesville. The record appears to be clear that 
Kessler’s group had a proper permit to hold its rally in 
Emancipation (formerly Lee) Park where Lee’s statue 
is located beginning at 12:00 noon. At 11:30, though, 
the police informed them that theirs was an unlawful 
assembly, forcibly flushed them out of the park and 
its environs, and, in effect, drove them into the arms 
of violent protestors. Mayhem ensued while the police 
made no effort to keep the groups apart. 

This is a dereliction of their responsibility of the 
highest order upon the part of the city and state au- 
thorities. They acted as though their intent was to pro- 
mote and encourage violence rather than to prevent it, 
and their actions have led to a spate of finger-point- 
ing, particularly from Mayor Mike Signer toward City 
Manager Maurice Jones. We in the public might well 
point a finger at Virginia Governor Terry McAuliffe 
who gave the peremptory order to declare the rally an 
unlawful assembly just before it was to begin, opening 
the gates for the chaos and disorder that followed. 

Rather than making any attempt to unravel the 
events at Charlottesville and present them in a factual 
and dispassionate manner, the mainstream press has 
chosen to turn the whole affair into a morality play 
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in which the only “bad guys” are the bigoted “white 
supremacists.’ Anyone opposing them, or just pre- 
tending to oppose them, almost by definition can do 
no wrong. The Washington Post has even gone so far 
as to use the event as an occasion to tout the Clinton 
acolyte McAullife as a good Democratic candidate for 
president in 2020, making one wonder if building up 
the infinitely malleable McAulliffe might have been 
one of the objectives of the Charlottesville operation 
from the beginning. 

When it comes to assigning ultimate blame for the 
Charlottesville violence, we turn to a quote from an 
unlikely source, The New York Times, written on Au- 
gust 11: “The fight over the Lee statue—in a down- 
town park that was called Lee Park until it was re- 
cently renamed Emancipation Park—has opened up 
old wounds and brought simmering tensions over race 
to the fore.” 

What a fine idea that was to open old wounds and 
fan the flames of those simmering tensions that we 
have shown to be artificially ginned up by the media 
in the first place! The Times, in its article that depicts 
the expected counter-protestors as so many angelic 
choir boys arrayed against the forces of racist evil and 
never once scribbles the dreaded “Antifa” word, in- 
forms us that the opening of the old wounds began in 
the form of a petition begun by an African-American 
high school student to have Lee’s statue removed. 


The FBI has Intel assets 
implanted in several white 


supremacy sects, as well as the 
radical ANTIFA group. 





Has Charlottesvillie succumbed to its own version 
of the Red Guard? Where were the responsible adults? 
Really, what would you expect of high school students 
steeped in today’s popular culture and with only a pu- 
erile grasp of General Lee’s historical significance? 

The nation has really come to a fine pass when the 
purest horse sense on the Confederate statue contro- 
versy should come from the mouth of former NBA 
great Charles Barkley: “I think if you ask most black 
people to be honest, they ain't thought a day in their 
life about those stupid statues. What we as black peo- 
ple need to do: we need to worry about getting our 


education, we need to stop killing each other, we need 
to try to find a way to have more economic opportu- 
nity and things like that,” and that statement gets him 
attacked as a “white supremacist.” 


THE HEATHER HEYER DEATH 


Readers will notice that up to this point we have not 
yet gotten around to the central dominant event in the 
media narrative. That can be summed up by the head- 
line, “Violent White Supremacist Rally in Charlottes- 
ville Turns Deadly.” Of course, we are talking about 
the “turned deadly” part of that headline, which the 
press has covered almost to the point of frenzy. Al- 
though they seem to want to talk about almost noth- 
ing else except the death of counter-protestor 32 year- 
old Heather Heyer, as a result of the ramming of a car 
into two cars in front of it in the midst of a crowd 
of protestors, and then dashing speedily away in re- 
verse, they have exhibited a curious lack of interest in 
the specific details of the incident. In that regard it has 
been so similar to the Vincent Foster death case in the 
first year of the Clinton administration that one can't 
help but be suspicious. 

From the beginning the media narrative was set and 
has not varied from what one hears in this MSNBC 
interview of the witness, Brennan Gilmore, who is 
never asked what he was doing at the rally, why he was 
where he was at the time the events he describes take 
place, and how he was so nimble in using his phone 
to film the car as it sped toward the car and crowd 
in front of it and then backed speedily away. We can 
gather from the interview at least that Gilmore is not 
one of those infamous crisis actors. If he were any kind 
of decent professional actor he wouldn't lay on the 
heavy editorializing about the racists and Nazis and 
how such horrible deaths are the natural consequence 
of their philosophy of violence, in contrast to their 
deeply peace-loving and non-violent opponents that 
he observed at the rally. He seems not to realize that he 
would be a lot more believable if he didn’t try to usurp 
the Rachel Maddow role. If you didn’t even know who 
the guy was youd think that this was really bad propa- 
ganda that would embarrass Pravda in the heyday of 
the Soviet Union...or perhaps even Pyongyang. 

Within a day of the interview the following reveal- 
ing headline appeared on The Gateway Pundit: “Ran- 
dom Man at Protests Interviewed by MSNBC, NY 
Times Is Deep State Shill Linked to George Soros.” 


Perhaps Gilmore’s background had already been re- 
vealed elsewhere, because on the same day he had a 
highly polemical article on Politico revealing his State 
Department and Democratic Party ties. The nature of 
that article is well captured in one paragraph: 


As a result of this decades-long flirtation, we now have a 
president who has emboldened white supremacists. Many 
of the marchers I saw on Saturday wore Make America 
Great Again hats, and the former KKK leader David 
Duke forthrightly said the purpose of the rally was to 
“fulfill the promises of Donald Trump.” If Trump doesn't 


want this kind of support, he needs to say so. 


Actually, I believe Trump has said so quite a number 
of times. But isn't it really a great coincidence that this 
key witness with government and top political connec- 
tions should now be a leader of the big rhetorical pivot 
from “Russia, Russia, Russia” to “racist, racist, racist?” 

As it turned out, I was hardly the only one to think 
that there might be a little more than coincidence in- 
volved here, and the online disclosures an speculation 
of these other folks moved Gilmore to write a week 
later another Philippic in Politico, this time against 
those who had caught him out entitled “How I Be- 
came Fake News,” with the subtitle “I witnessed a ter- 
rorist attack in Charlottesville. Then the conspiracy 
theories began.” Imagine that. 

As one might expect Gilmore makes heavy use of 
nos. 2 and 5 or the Seventeen Techniques for Truth 
Suppression, “Wax indignant,” and “Call the skeptics 
names.” He also concedes that the George Soros con- 
nection in that Gateway Pundit was correct, that Soros 
was a heavy contributor to the unsuccessful Virginia 
gubernatorial candidate for whom Gilmore was chief 
of staff. 

Contrary to Gilmore’s charges, the various people 
raising questions about the car collision incident can 
hardly be characterized, without any evidence, as Na- 
zis or white supremacists. It is hardly off the mark, 
though, to suggest that they suspect a conspiracy of 
some sort and that we are not being told the full truth. 
That is hardly any excuse for Gilmore to employ the 
essentially meaningless pejorative, “conspiracy theo- 
rist,” though. 

Furthermore, nobody, to my knowledge, has main- 
tained that Gilmore, himself, “staged the attack,” but 
very quickly a number of people on YouTube were 
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GENERATION IDENTITY CRISIS 


Generation Identity: A Declaration of War Against the ‘68ers, by Markus Willinger 
(Arktos Media Ltd, 2013), 106 Pages, ISBN: 978-1907166419 


REVIEWED BY DAVE REILLY 


The youth living in the Western de- 
mocracies have all been subjected 
to ruthless forms of social engi- 
neering, which has led to a serious 
identity crisis. These young peo- 
ple are actively searching for what 
it means to be who they are, and 
what their purpose in this world is, 
but answering this question comes 
with great difficulty. Due to the 
breakdown of the institutions that 
would traditionally bestow upon 
them their identity, namely the 
church and the family, the youth 
are being trapped into adopting 
false identities that lead to manip- 
ulation and social control. 

This identity crisis was expressed, 
albeit rather crudely, in the book 
Generation Identity: A Declaration 
of War Against the ‘68ers written by 
Markus Willinger in 2013. Will- 
inger, an Austrian, writes his book 
from the perspective of a Euro- 
pean, but the social deconstruction 
and re-engineering that he lived 
through produces the same kind 
of identity crisis in both Europe 
and America. To be clear, this book 
was not published on behalf of 
the Identitarian movement by the 
same name (Generation Identity), 
and I’ve been told that Willinger 
was actually asked not to publish 
the book by the organization's lead- 
ership. 


For us young Millennials and 
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“Zoomers not in the know, 1968 
was a year characterized by social 
turmoil in France, that began as 
student demonstrations ostensibly 
against capitalism, consumerism 
and American imperialism.’ The 
slogans of these protesters were 
“Tl est interdit dinterdire’? (“It is 
forbidden to forbid”)? and “Read 
Reich and act accordingly!”? A no- 
table moment of this protest move- 
ment was when these students, 
now known as the ’68ers men- 
tioned in the title of Willinger’s 
book, threw copies of Wilhelm Re- 
ich’s The Mass Psychology of Fascism 
at police. Reich, of course, was 
one of the pioneers of sexual liber- 
ation,’ and its development into a 
weapon against the social hegemo- 
ny of the Church.° 

The protests were animated 
by the spirit and the ideas of the 
Frankfurt School and its peddlers 
of Critical Theory like Wilhelm 
Reich, Herbert Marcuse, Theodore 
Adorno and others. New-Left phi- 
losophers like Jean-Paul Sartre and 
Michel Foucault? were in Paris 
at the time of the protests. What 
ensued after this incident was a 
complete breakdown of traditional 
norms in France, and kicked off a 
mass movement of left wing agi- 
tation and sexual liberation that 
quickly swept across Europe and 
indeed the entire West. 


The result of this socio-sexual 
revolution together with the ad- 
vent of contraception,’ coupled 
with the fallout’? of the revolution- 
ary “spirit of Vatican II,” Europe 
experienced an almost complete 
breakdown of social norms, the 
effects of which we are all aware: 
low birthrates,'!° broken homes," 
and declining church attendance,” 
which has ultimately led to the 
Great Replacement,'? and the me- 
dia campaign demonizing native 
European populations, and _pro- 
moting foreigners, with a religion 
alien to the European continent as 
“The New Europeans.” 

Willinger's book rambles some- 
what poetically through the dif- 
ferent issues he experienced as a 
young person with an _ identity 
crisis. Family life, loneliness, mul- 
ticulturalism, sexuality, politics, re- 
ligion and the longing for identity 
are just some of the 40 different as- 
pects of this crisis he tries to come 
to grips with in his book. Unfortu- 
nately for Marcus, and the reader, I 
think he ultimately fails to come to 
a satisfactory understanding of his 
own identity. 

The reader is left to make up his 
mind about what Marcus comes 
to believe, such as religion, where 
he says “sometimes we believe in 
something, sometimes in nothing.” 
The only things we know for sure 


by the end of this book is that he 
has declared war on the ’68ers, as 
he blames them for everything 
wrong with society today, and that 
he is now secure with his identity 
not in terms of his religion or his 
ethnicity, but as a “European.” 
Willinger writes: 


Smash your chains, brothers and 
sisters! The 68ers have penned us 
up, to make us all alike. But we 
love difference! Rip down the arti- 
ficial walls of our common prison! 
Be men and women, Europeans and 
Asians again!" 

How and why Willinger comes 
to this conclusion is somewhat 
mysterious. Willinger cannot speak 
in “European” because European is 
not a language. He could speak in 
German, but remember, he lives in 
Austria, and these two states don’t 
always exist in harmony, despite 
the shared language. The closest 
thing we will find explaining how 
he came to understand his identity 
as a “European” is found in chap- 
ter 32 “The Longing For Identity” 


where he states: 


Identities are formed within a con- 
text of contrasts and boundaries. If 
there were no women, masculine 
identity would play no role for men. 
If Europe was alone in the world, 
the European identity would be 
meaningless. He who says “Europe” 
must also say “Asia” and “Africa” in 
order to define its boundaries.'® 
Unfortunately, Willinger’s error 
is twofold, and leaves him with- 
out a real identity. First, he falls 
into the trap of adopting a nega- 
tive identity, meaning he allows 
himself to be defined by what he is 
not. Secondly he falls into the error 
of subjectivism when he speaks of 


Student Protest, Paris, May 1968 





how a young female solicitor will 
find her identity in her feelings as 
she finds herself in different social 
situations.” 

With this rise of identity politics 
in both Europe and America, and 
having first-hand knowledge of the 
social instability it can cause, the 
nature of identity deserves a real 
exploration. So, what actually con- 
stitutes an identity? 

Due to the subjective nature of 
identity, this can be something 
that is difficult to really nail down. 
Self-identification and subjectivism 
have become the new norm. Peo- 
ple like Rachel Dolezal, a woman 
of European descent “self-iden- 
tified” as a black woman and be- 
came a chapter president of the 
NAACP."* Worse still, Bruce Jenner 
came to the conclusion that he was 
born into a body with the wrong 
sex, and sought to mutilate himself 
in order to alleviate his body dys- 
morphia. To add to this subjectivist 
tyranny, anyone who contradicts 
these false “identities” may be sub- 
jected to fines,’ hate speech laws,” 
and social ostracism.?! 

The big question among the 
group known as the Alt-Right is 
whether race solves the identity 
problem. 


As Sam Francis admits in his fa- 
mous speech “Inequality: Natural, 
Political and Social” given in 1994 
at Jared Taylor's American Renais- 
sance conference: 
sufficient there would be no prob- 
lem.”” 


“If race were 


In an effort to minimize as much 
as possible this subjective nature 
of identity for our inquiry, I find 
it necessary to break this down 
into two major distinctions: that 
which is essential to identity and 
that which is accidental or contin- 
gent upon an already established 
identity. Something accidental or 
contingent would be hair color, 
whether you are right handed or 
left handed, and yes whether you 
are black or white. 

There are three principles neces- 
sary to having an identity: 

1. The fact that you exist is es- 
sential to identity. This existence is 
given to you primarily by God, the 
essential cause of everything that is. 
Therefore, the objective relation- 
ship between the Creator and His 
creation, is an indispensable aspect 
of your identity. This relationship is 
made manifest and put into prac- 
tice through religion. 

2. The act of questioning who 
you are, and searching for your 
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identity means that you are a con- 
scious, or rational creature, a char- 
acteristic that only human beings 
possess. An elephant is not capa- 
ble of self-reflection, it cannot de- 
termine if it is a good elephant or 
decide one day that it is actually a 
cat. Identity is not a problem for 
irrational creatures as they are gov- 
erned by nature, instinct, and cir- 
cumstance, not by reason. 

3. Identity comes into being as 
a synthesis of principles one and 
two. Identity involves a subjective 
affirmation of an objective state of 
affairs. It cannot be purely subjec- 
tive in the Bruce Jenner sense of 
the term, where desire pretends 
to have complete hegemony over 
reality. It also cannot be purely 
unconscious, in the way that an el- 
ephant has an identity. 

In order to study how social 
groups interact with each other, 
sociologists create categories based 
on observable, accidental charac- 
teristics, to put people into cate- 
gories to make sense of observable 
data. The goal of the sociologist is 
to explain why people behave the 
way they do, without acknowl- 
edging the Creator, or anything 
immaterial. Categories like right 
handed or left handed, tall or 
short, skinny or fat, and black and 
white can be helpful in explaining 
reality as long as we remain aware 
that we can project meaning onto 
the reality which we are trying to 
describe. 

For example, we could bring up 
the fact that the Italian word for 
left is “sinistra’ and the French 
word is “gauche,” and derive from 
that evidence®® the idea that left- 
handed people have been subject 
to unjust discrimination through- 
out human history because they 
were viewed as “sinister” or “awk- 
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ward.” We might be told now, 
that the time has come to rectify 
that situation by programs that 
discriminate in favor of preferen- 
tial treatment for left-handed peo- 
ple. However, nothing that I have 
mentioned here really has anything 
to do with the fact that some peo- 
ple are left-handed. We are talk- 
ing about categories of the mind, 
abstracted from observable data, 
that have been given an emotional 
meaning and re-imposed on a fact 
of nature in order to achieve a par- 
ticular political outcome. 

This is precisely what happened 
with race in America over the 
course of the past 70 years, a pe- 
riod which also corresponds to 
the reign of social engineering in 
American life.24 Now, we are enter- 
ing a new phase. Outraged by the 
fact that they have been discrim- 
inated against by programs giv- 


dresses the issue in her own way by 
claiming that the sexual revolution 
created identity politics, but the 
issue is much broader than that, 
even though her statement is true. 
This ultimately leads us back to 
the 68ers discussed in Willingers 
book. The fault, however, should 
not be laid at the feet of the guinea 
pigs of this terrible experiment, 
which were born between 1946 
and 1964, but rather at the feet of 
Wilhelm Reich, Herbert Marcuse, 
Theodor Wiesengrund Adorno and 
the social engineers of the Frank- 
furt school, who are all coinciden- 
tally Jewish, a fact that Willinger 
never addresses. 

These confected false identities 
of white, black, feminist, even “rac- 
ist’ or “anti-fascist,”’ are not false 
because these people, behaviors, 
or traits can't be observed; they are 
false identities because their mean- 


Aided by the media, America's social engineers 


have been destroying real identities and 
replacing them with counterfeit identities. 





ing preferential treatment to left- 
handed people, the right-handed 
people have begun to attach their 
own meanings to the fact that they 
are right-handed. These meanings 
come without the awareness that 
their understanding of themselves 
as “dexterous’” (clever, cunning, 
handy) flows just as much from 
categories of the mind as the no- 
tion that left-handed people are 
“sinister” or “awkward.” 

Aided by the media, America’s 
social engineers have been destroy- 
ing real identities and replacing 
them with counterfeit identities for 
the lifetimes of practically everyone 
alive today. Mary Eberstadt ad- 


ing has been imposed from the out- 
side, and they have no real bearing 
on that which is essential to iden- 
tity, namely religion and language. 
The social engineers impose con- 
fected identities like white or black 
on the rest of us by determining 
the meaning of those of categories. 
They tell us that race determines 
behavior, but ultimately their argu- 
ments are based on the same logic 
that says left-handed people are 
sinister. Their conclusions derive 
from categories of their own mind, 
not reality. By defining the terms 
whereby people identify them- 
selves, the sociologists manipulate 
them for their own ends, and one 


of the main ways they achieve this 
is by appointing the spokesmen for 
the groups they created or hope to 
destroy. They succeed to the ex- 
tent those spokesmen internalize 
the commands of their oppressors. 
White supremacy does this just as 
effectively as Black Power, because 
both assume that race is a funda- 
mental category which exists in 
reality, when in reality its meaning 
was determined by the oligarchs. 

A dialectic is at play here, and 
anyone with eyes to see and ears 
to hear can observe it. The thesis is 
that “all straight white men are evil 
racists perpetuating oppression and 
a patriarchal society’® and books 
like The Authoritarian Personality 
(Horkheimer & Adorno) are used 
to pathologize” the traditional 
family and societal structures of 
Christian Europe. The thesis also 
states that these “whites” must be 
demonized, dethroned and_ re- 
placed in order to bring about a 
truly fair, free, egalitarian utopian 
society where oppressed minorities 
like blacks and Jews will become 
the oppressor.”* It should be fairly 
obvious that this entire premise is 
a fiction. 

Nevertheless, “whites” who rec- 
ognize this assault on traditional 
norms and institutions that hold 
society together, understand this 
must be stopped, and volunteer to 
become the antithesis in this equa- 
tion, which is what we saw embod- 
ied in the Alt-Right. They adopt 
this confected identity, putting 
themselves in a place of weakness 
(with all of the media and educa- 
tional institutions united against 
them) and having become the boo- 
geyman of society, fulfill the wishes 
of the social engineers by provok- 
ing violence and chaos. This was 
epitomized by the Charlottesville 


Charlottesville, August 11, 2017 





riot,” where I saw Vice Mayor Wes 
Bellamy and Mayor Mike Singer, 
smiling as they left the courthouse 
on August 13th, after their morn- 
ing press conference in the wake 
of Heather Heyer’s death. Their 
dreams had come true, and their 
wishes had been fulfilled by demo- 
nized young men in search of their 
identity. 

What’s worse, by promoting 
“white identity,” the Jews respon- 
sible for the mess the West finds 
itself in today ultimately disap- 
pear, and become indistinguish- 
able from the dumb “goyim”*” who 
have fallen for their trap: hook, 
line and sinker. This is something 
that Sam Francis unwittingly ad- 
mits in his 2000 speech “Race and 
the American Right” when he said 
“they should have accused him 
[Al Sharpton] of being anti-white, 
which would have covered both 
Jews and whites.”*! 

Will Herberg proposes a solu- 
tion for the American identity cri- 
sis in his book Protestant, Catholic, 
Jew” by adopting religious identity 
as the foundation of ethnicity in 
America, since Americans already 
share a common language. In this 
way there is still room for both in- 
ter-ethnic struggle, and intra-eth- 
nic struggle as observed in reality 
and outlined from a Catholic per- 


spective in Dolores Ann Liptak’s 
book European Immigrants and the 
Catholic Church in Connecticut. 
Adopting a religious identity 
fulfills the essential requirement 
needed to have a positive identity 
that isn’t just a materialist acci- 
dent imposed on us by Jewish so- 
ciologists. Furthermore by choos- 
ing a Catholic identity, we have 
the added peace of mind coming 
from the fact that it has an objec- 
tive system of beliefs which can- 
not be jeopardized by a subjectiv- 
ist interpretation of the scriptures, 
or abused by grifters who sell out 
their people for worldly gain. Al- 
though it’s true, that the Catholic 
Church /as been infiltrated by ho- 
mosexuals, Jews, and bad leader- 
ship, the Catholic faith is too old 
and too deeply internalized and 
too minutely codified to be co- 
opted by the evil intentions of so- 
cial engineers or even the whims 
of a bad pope (of which there have 
been many). Eventually the cur- 
rent storm will subside, as storms 
have subsided in the past, and our 
identity will emerge once again as 
clearly as the moon on a star-lit 


night. (/ 


Endnotes Available Online: 
www.CultureWars.com 
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BOHEMIAN MISERY 


Bohemian Rhapsody, Directed by Bryan Singer, Starring Rami Malek, 


released November 2, 2018 


REVIEWED BY MIscHA PoporF 


Let us lay aside every weight, and the 
sin which doth so easily beset us, and 
let us run with patience the race that 
is set before us. 

Hebrews 12:1 


It was 1975 and homosexuality 
was barely a movement, still in the 
shadows, even in the “progressive” 
rock-music biz. Two years hence, 
Freddie Mercury would sing the 
prideful lyrics to “We Will Rock 
You” and “We Are The Champi- 
arguably his band’s most- 
overtly pro-homosexual songs. But 
it would be decades before fans 
clued in to Freddie's proclivities. 
In a moment of spiritual clarity, 
he penned his band’s biggest hit, 
his autobiographical “Bohemian 
Rhapsody,” a single with the high- 
est-ever production cost at the time 
with all of its overdubbed, oper- 
atic harmonies. Mercury never ex- 
plained what Queen’s songs were 
about, but there is compelling 
evidence that between 1975 and 
1977 he underwent a transforma- 
tion based on the poor choices he 
made. 

“Bohemian Rhapsody” the song 
which is the basis for the movie, 
is the conflicted prequel to later 


bp) 
ons, 


pro-homosexual songs by Queen, 
providing insight into Mercury's 
internal torment. Tortured by his 
vices, struggling with sin, knowing 
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its sin... and then, tragically, f- 
nally, and terminally, giving in, his 
lyrics take us from his first homo- 
sexual encounter, all the way, pro- 
phetically, to his untimely death. 

We begin in the second part of 
the song where Mercury describes 
himself in the third person as an 
impressionable youth. Youd think 
he was talking about someone else: 
“T see a little silhouetto of a man.” 
But no, that’s just part of the de- 
ception. The whole chronology is 
inverted, you see, to throw his het- 
erosexual fans off as he looks back 
to when he was young and inno- 
cent, as reflected in the insouciant 
nature of the accompaniment. 

As a silhouette he’s just a cute 
young lad, basic and featureless, 
lacking character, playing the role 
of a boastful but cowardly, six- 
teenth-century commedia dell arte 
clown, a “Scaramouche,” as part 
of some sort of theater group, the 
perfect quarry for an older homo- 
sexual assailant. Indeed, a man’s 
voice calls to him, “Scaramouche, 
Scaramouche, will you do the Fan- 
dango?” a sexually enticing dance 
in triple time. And, quicker than 
you can say “statutory rape, Mer- 
cury finds himself subjected to a 
“Thunderbolt and lightning.” For 
a mere child inexperienced in the 
abject violence of sodomy, it is, he 
confesses, “Very, very frightening 
[to] me!” 


Mercury and his band chant 
back-and-forth, “(Galileo) Galileo. 
(Galileo) Galileo, Galileo Figaro 
Magnifico-o-o-o0-o.” And just who, 
pray tell, is this Galileo character? 
I’m glad you ask. It is none other 
than Jesus Christ, that’s who. Hav- 
ing just been sodomized, Mercury 
is crying out to be rescued from 
his guilt and spiritual torment, to 
say nothing of the physical pain 
common to ALL young boys when 
they are first violated by older men. 

Wait just a minute here, \ hear 
someone object... Jesus is Galileo? 
Yes. 
mention Jesus by name in a pop 
song without totally destroying his 
cred, so he refers to Him obliquely, 
via Luke 23:5-7, the point in 
Christ’s Passion where Pilate re- 
alized Jesus was a Galilean, and 
therefore (he presumed) not his 
problem, passing Him to Herod 
Antipas who had jurisdiction over 
the region of Galilee. So yes, Fred- 
die Mercury, who would become 
rock ‘n roll’s most flamboyant, 


« 


You see, Mercury couldn't 


out’ homosexual, cried out to 
Jesus Christ our Lord and Savior... 
yes, /is Lord and Savior, at least at 
that juncture. And he did it for all 
the world to hear. Sadly, no one lis- 
tened. We all heard the lyrics, sure, 
but were all too mesmerized by the 
music to listen to the message. 


Lest you doubt Mercury's vic- 


timhood status, go to the next 
verse where he laments, “I’m just 
a poor boy, nobody loves me.” Pre- 
cisely the type of low self-esteem 
that monstrous homosexual men 
prey upon. The band confirms 
this when they respond: “He’s just 
a poor boy from a poor family, 
Spare him his life from this mon- 
strosity.” And with that line, it re- 
ally couldn't be more clear: even 
Mercury knows homosexual men 
are monstrous, or he wouldn't have 
chosen that word. 

Of crucial importance here, 
while the lyrics for “We Will Rock 
You” and “We Are The Champi- 
ons” would be written by someone 
else just two years later, “Bohemian 
Rhapsody” comes to us exclusively 
from Freddie's heart and soul, every 
last word of it. So yes, he thought 
homosexuals were monstrous. His 
words, not mine, dear reader. 

Deflowered, Mercury is torn. 
“Easy come, easy go, will you let 
me go?” Of crucial importance 
here, it’s not his assailant to whom 
he’s appealing. Its someone far 
more sinister, as youll soon see. 

He cries out to God Himself to 
deliver him, shouting “Bismillah!” 
Arabic for In the name of God, 
harkening to his family’s roots in 
pre-Christian Zoroastrianism, a 
religion that opposes homosexual- 
ity, believing it a form of demon 
worship, an unforgivable offence 
necessitating immediate honor kill- 
ing. 

But, alas, the four-part harmo- 
nious response is, “No, we will 
not let you go.” It goes back and 
forth with Mercurys band mem- 
bers joining him in shouting for 
this evil entity to “Let him go!” 
and Mercury, for his part, contin- 
uing to cry out to God, pleading to 
be “let go” from the evil that has 





him in its grip, until... finally... he 
turns his back on his family, his re- 
ligion, and his past... and Freddie 
Mercury switches sides. 

This is the turning point for 
many young men, especially now 
in an inverted culture that cele- 
brates such inherently violent sex- 
ual activity, applauding these vic- 
tims, urging that they stop being 
victims and join the dark side in- 
stead. They become, in every sense 
of the words, born again. Mercury 
now sings “Never, never, never, 
never let me go!” no longer yearn- 
ing to be “let go.” It’s unmistakable; 
he has given in. His basest desires 
will henceforth be his “rhapsody,” 


his life’s passion in other words, 


Freddie Mercury 


right here in the physical world. 

Like Macbeth, throwing away his 
afterlife in exchange for immediate 
gratification “here upon this bank 
and shoal of time,” as Shakespeare 
put it, Mercury has made the irre- 
vocable decision to “jump,” to skip 
in other words “the life to come.” 
(Shakespeare, Macbeth, I, vii, 6-7) 
It’s as if he’s skipping a luncheon 
engagement. No big deal. He’s got 
more important things to attend 
to. Like having sex with boys. 

And what, you ask, is this evil 
he had been pleading against until 
this point? He cries out in shock 
and surprise, realizing the normal 
world of love is now but a fast- 
fading memory: “Oh, mama mia, 
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mama mia, Mama mia, let me go!” 
Yes, like all sexual deviants, he now 
wants his own mother to let him go 
because he’s no longer concerned 
with the evil he wanted to be freed 
from just a few lines earlier. And 
with his connection to his own 
mother extenuated to the break- 
ing point, he finally identifies the 
sinister character involved in his 
spiritual decimation, declaring that 
“Beelzebub,” yes, that Beelzebub, 
“has a devil put aside for me, for 
me, for me,” as the music climaxes. 

This is the “we” that had been 
foreshadowed above when his band 
sang “we will not let you go.” It’s 
Satan and his demons. And guess 
what? Mercury’s fine with this, and 
so, apparently, are his bandmates, 
along with everyone who worked 
behind the scenes with Queen. Ev- 
eryone. 

Stay tuned for the breakdown of 
the second part of this tragic song 
that has now deluded two gener- 
ations of youth in Christendom. 
The story gets a lot better... worse 
actually, as Mercury’s health deteri- 
orates and he mourns “at the last,” 


lifestyle, the young Mercury natu- 
rally wished to hold on to the only 
person he thought loved him; his 
assailant who, we learn, got Mer- 
cury stoned before raping him. 
But, alas, it was just a fling for the 
older man, as evidenced by Mer- 
curys indignity in the following 
stanza: 


LEAVE ME TO DIE 


So you think you can stone me 
and spit in my eye? 

So you think you can love me 
and leave me to die? 

Oh, baby, can't do this to me, 
baby, 

Just gotta get out, just gotta get 
right outta here. 

And no, Mercury is most-def- 
nitely NOT trying to get himself 
out of the homosexual pit into 
which he has thrown himself head- 
long when he sings that last line. 
He’s all-in with the homosexual 
lifestyle now. That line is in refer- 
ence to getting out of the theatre 
group he was in when he was sod- 
omized. He leaves, and, as surely 


Mercury finds himself victimizing someone 
younger just as he had been victimized 


when he was but a young clown dancing 
the Fandango to garner attention. 





knowing full-well what awaits him, 
“when thy flesh and thy body are 
consumed.” (Proverbs 5:11) 

“Bohemian Rhapsody” was never 
meant to be the anthem for the 
gay movement, rather a warning 
against disobedience. Every last 
word of it, straight from Freddie's 
pen. 

Once captive to the homosexual 
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as spring follows winter, the victim 
will now become the victimizer, 
as were about to see. Also, and by 
the way, that wasn’t literally spit 
in his eye, just so you know. And 
if you have trouble with the abject 
vulgarity of that line, stop reading 
right now ‘cuz this gets worse. 

The young Mercury reminisces, 


perhaps still half stoned, his heart 


broken, and yet overwhelmed by 
dark urges that at some level he still 
wishes he did not have, but which 
he does not believe he can escape. 
We now turn to the first part of the 
song in which Mercury recounts 
how things went down right af- 
ter being raped, asking, dazed and 
confused (as most rockers were in 
the *70’s and still are today) “Is this 
the real life? Is this just fantasy?” He 
feels “Caught in a landslide,” with 
“No escape from reality.” He tells 
himself, “Open your eyes, Look up 
to the skies and see.” But see what 
exactly? Well, that he’s “just a poor 
boy” of course, same as before. But 
this time he realizes that he needs 
“no sympathy.” Why? Simple. Be- 
cause he’s going to become bi-sex- 
ual, that’s why. A compromise, he 
believes! And it’s as obvious to him 
as the skies above. 

His eyes are now opened, imply- 
ing theyd been closed ‘til then. Ah 
yes, the inversion of homosexuality 
rests upon such self-delusion, not 
only for the person involved, but 
for everyone around him; quite the 
opposite, if you will, of when the 
scales fell from Saul’s eyes in Acts 
9:18, allowing him to see the truth, 
and become Paul. 

The tenuous nature of Mercury's 
decision is evidenced in the follow- 
ing stanza: 


Because I’m easy come, easy 20, 
Little high, little low, 

Any way the wind blows 

Doesn't really matter to me, to me. 


Textbook bi-sexuality. Of course, 
youve always heard this as the in- 
tro to this prog-rock “classic,” and 
as such were diverted from know- 
ing that we're actually nearing the 
end of this tragedy. And so, soon 
enough, Mercury finds himself vic- 


timizing someone younger just as 
he had been victimized when he 
was but a young clown dancing the 
Fandango to garner attention. 

The guilt overwhelms Mercury, 
and he likens himself to a mur- 
derer: “Mama, just killed a man, 
Put a gun against his head, Pulled 
my trigger, now he’s dead.” Again, 
youd never figure this out unless 
you knew the timeline had been 
inverted. As is always the case with 
people trying to cover something 
up, Mercury begins by telling his 
story in the middle instead of at 
the beginning, like when a college 
history professor tells you WWII 
began when Hitler invaded Poland. 


FACE THE TRUTH 


And, in case anyone's having 
trouble with the double entendre 
here, recall that it wasn't “spit” in 
Mercury's eye when he was raped. 
Likewise, he’s not referring literally 
here to a gun. It’s his... well, you 
know. And, having forced him- 
self onto this kid, the kid is now 
“dead” just like Mercury was af- 
ter he was sodomized. And so, as 
“Another one bites the dust,” poor 
ol’ Freddie cries out to his mother, 
“Mama, life had just begun, But 
now I’ve gone and thrown it all 
away. 

But wait... exactly whose life 
was just thrown away when Mer- 
cury put his “gun” to this kid’s 
“head” and shot “spit” into him? 
Sorry folks, but it’s not the kid. 
Mercury's crying out, yet again, 
for himself. He realizes that, hav- 
ing become the victimizer, having 
“killed” this young man’s very soul, 
he has crossed the Rubicon, or 
perhaps more accurately the river 
Styx, assuring his mother that he 
“Didnt mean to make you cry,” as 


if to imply that this trans- 
mutation from victim to 
victimizer was just some 
sort of cosmic accident, 
even though it was any- 
thing but. He continues 
playing the victim card: 
“If ’'m not back again this 
time tomorrow, Carry on, 
carry on as if nothing re- 
ally matters.” 

And with that he’s on 
his way to that big gay- 
pride parade in Hades, 
unencumbered by what 
anyone he grew up with 
might think. It’s what 
all sexual deviants want, 
lest they be made to feel 
shame: to be abandoned 
by their families so they 
wont be constantly re- 
minded of the Good 
times when they were in- 
nocent and were loved, truly and 
unconditionally in the warm em- 
brace of their family. Family life 
simply isn't conducive to the un- 
bridled narcissism of the predatory 
homosexual. 

Of course, a loving mother won't 
listen to such tripe, and will do 
anything to save her son from the 
devil. But, alas, Mercury has made 
his choice. “Too late,” he tells her, 
“my time has come, Sends shivers 
down my spine, Body’s aching all 
the time.” Yeah... the poor guy. 
Being a homosexual can be so hard 
on the body. Your health is always 
the first thing to go, right after 
your moral compass. And so, with 
an AIDS diagnosis waiting for him 
a decade later that would take his 
life just four years thereafter, Mer- 
cury abandons his family and his 
old life forever: “Goodbye, every- 
body, I’ve got to go, Gotta leave 
you all behind and face the truth.” 





Freddie Mercury 


Wait... the truth? Exactly what 
“truth” is Mercury talking about 
here? That the victim has become 
the victimizer? THAT “truth”? 
Yup. You see, as far as he is now 
concerned, his old life was the lie; 
his new life that has drawn him in 
like a black hole draws in light to 
reside in the crushing gravity of 
eternal darkness, is his new truth. 
You have your truth, Freddie Mer- 
cury had his, ‘til it killed him, and 
God only knows how many others, 
like this poor kid, whoever he was. 

Indeed, Mercury knows  full- 
well that the choice he has made 
will eventually catch up with him 
and kill him, slowly. The devil al- 
ways gets his due. And so, as the 
band chimes in one more time 
with the bi-sexual maxim “any way 
the wind blows,’ Mercury sings 
“I dont wanna die,” adding that 
“T sometimes wish I’d never been 
born at all.” 
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We now skip to the final verse, in 
its proper place, right at the end of 
the whole debacle, not chronolog- 
ically inverted to confuse you like 
Mercury’ first two homosexual 
“experiences.” 

Lost forever, fallen by choice, 
ruled by his passions, and soon to 
be physically crushed by his pur- 
suit of sin, Mercury concludes 
by wallowing in self-pity with a 
homosexual swan song, lament- 
ing that “Nothing really matters, 
Anyone can see, Nothing really 
matters, Nothing really matters to 
me. And, though the liner notes 
do not include an interrogation 
mark at the end of the band’s final 
line, it seems unmistakable by the 
inflective tone of the back-up sing- 
ing that they conclude with a ques- 
tion, not a statement: “Any way 
the wind blows[?]” not affirming, 
rather questioning the decision 
their front-man has made, thereby 
confirming Mercury’s torment and 
self-doubt, the internal conflict 
embedded within this song that he 
would completely and so-recklessly 
abandon two years later. 

But what about the part where 
he was crying out to “Galileo” to 
be saved? Ah yes dear reader. That 
turns out to be the most important 
part in all of this, as discussed back 
in Part 1. For, by having included 
mention of it, we are left to con- 
clude that by the end of the song 
Mercury has abandoned Jesus as 
his Savior. Why? Isn't it obvious? 
Because he is now his own god. 

But wasn't he Zoroastrian? Why 
is he calling to Jesus? For the same 
reason people of all religions so- 
often do, because only Jesus offers 
unrestricted forgiveness for sin, 
asking nothing except for commit- 
ted spiritual love in return. It was 
but a brief moment of hope for re- 
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demption for Mercury, one which 
he abandoned. You could say he 
decided to spit in God’s eye. 

But ignoring the potentially re- 
demptive aspect of this song, and 
focusing instead on the effusive, 
selfish rapture of it, “Bohemian 
Rhapsody” has made a comeback 
in our age of government-sanc- 
tioned narcissism. Yes, Mercury 
died horribly. But no matter. A 
couple of fresh young sodomites 
were found to replace him, one 
on stage who is Jewish, the other 
on screen who is a lapsed Coptic 
Christian. The band picked right 
back up where they left off, almost 
as if all the decades had not passed 
by. 

Queen toured, made a $52-mil- 
lion biopic, and their songs are 
back in rotation on our kids’ fave 
radio station, with “Bohemian 
Rhapsody” still firmly at the top of 
the charts. It’s 1975 all over again, 
except without the guilt. Redemp- 
tion from sin, in short, is for losers. 
To quote from the band’s subse- 
quent hit, “We Are The Cham- 
pions, the surviving members 
of Queen and their entourage of 
up-and-coming sodomites simply 
have “No time for losers.” Why? 
““Cuz we [homosexuals] are the 
champions of the world.” Indeed 
they are, according to the secular 
state anyway, right up there with 
feminists and war-mongering, Zi- 
onist neo-cons; the high-priests of 
the new morality youre just too 
old to understand. 

Final proof for all of the above 
comes in the fact that Mercury 
had been involved in a relationship 
with a woman for a few years lead- 
ing up to his writing of “Bohemian 
Rhapsody.” He officially came out 
as bi-sexual to his inner circle when 
he confessed to this poor woman 
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that he had had a homosexual af- 
fair behind her back. How does 
this prove that this operatic com- 
position is about homosexual tor- 
ment? Because, this poor woman 
doesn't even get mentioned. It’s as 
if she had never been part of Fred- 
die’s life, exactly as he wished his 
own mother had never been. And 
while she was no doubt devas- 
tated when she heard the news, she 
probably realized she had dodged a 
bullet when Freddie was dead from 
AIDS just 16 years after the break- 
up. 

As Jesus said, “wide is the gate, 
and broad is the way, that leadeth 
to destruction, and many there be 
which go in thereat.” (Matthew 
7:13) May your children be deliv- 
ered from the evil to which this art- 
ist, like so many, finally and termi- 
nally succumbed, an evil now be- 
ing purveyed at taxpayer expense, 
alongside abortion on demand, gay 
marriage and no-fault divorce. 

And may you have the strength 
in Christ to warn others by telling 
them what this song is really about 
every time it’s played. 


FEATU ROE Continued from Page 37 


pointing out anomalies. Not long after Gilmore's 
MSNBC interview, a YouTube poster with the screen 
name of The Outer Light, speaking with what I be- 
lieve is a New Zealand accent, had put up “Some odd 
things about the event in Charlottesville.” He noted, 
among other things, as have others, that the driver 
of the Dodge Challenger responsible for the carnage 
doesn't really look like the young man who has been 
arrested, 20 year-old James Alex Fields of Maumee, 
Ohio. What he fails to note is that, although you can’t 
make out the driver’s face very well, you can see very 
clearly that he is not wearing glasses. In the one formal 
portrait-like photograph that the press has shown over 
and over, Fields wears a somber expression, a black 
and white shirt, and no glasses, but if you do a Google 
images search for Fields you will see that in every shot 
that was taken of him at the rally that day he was wear- 
ing corrective lenses. ‘The formal glum photo spread 
around by the press was the only one I was able to 
find, in fact, in which he was not wearing glasses. They 
are clearly not reading glasses; he obviously needs to 
use them for his outside activities. Does it make any 
sense at all that he would not use them while driving 
Acar? 

The Outer Light also found it strange that the driv- 
er-side air bag did not deploy in spite of the force of 
the collision into the car ahead of it, a search of the 
records for the vehicle using the Ohio license plate 
number revealed that the Dodge Challenger with that 
vehicle identification number (VIN) has a sun roof 
while the colliding Challenger clearly does not, and 
the driving skills exhibited by the person who backed 
the car down that street at high speed seem to surpass 
what one would expect from someone without any 
known special training at it. 

Others on YouTube, which is where the real action 
from ostensible citizen journalists can be found on 
Charlottesville, have noted that the Challenger had 
windows that were deeply tinted, such as one might 
see on a limousine and that in still photos that have 
been published, the Challenger that Fields was sup- 
posedly driving had racing stripes while the one in 
the videos did not. ‘There is also a question about the 
formal posed photograph of Fields. Where did it come 
from? If it’s not his police mug shot, where is that 
photograph and why has it not been made public? If 
it is, why is he wearing a shirt that is clearly different 
from the one that the driver of the collision car was 
wearing? 


At this point a couple of weeks after the event, many 
of the best questions that have been raised have been 
in a series of videos by a baseball-cap wearing man who 
uses the screen name of SonofNewo. I have not yet 
taken the time to watch all of his videos, but I would 
heartily recommend his 54:55 minute opus entitled 
“Analyzing Charlottesville’s Zapruder Film: the Ford 
Fischer LiveStream.” His big discovery in that film is 
that the maroon colored minivan that was at the front 
of the three-car collision was sitting there in the cross- 
walk parked—and without a driver—for at least five 
minutes prior to the collision. In a subsequent video 
he shows the official police report that says the van 
had stopped to allow pedestrians to pass, which is 
clearly not true. And, oh yes, no one appeared to be in 
the driver’s seat at the time of the collision, either. 

We have also learned that the accused driver Fields 
had washed out of the Army on account of the fact 
that he was suffering from schizophrenia. SonofNewo 
reminds us that the FBI was just caught setting up a 
23-year-old schizophrenic by the name of Jerry Drake 
Varnell. Might not James Alex Fields, he asks us, be 
another Jerry Drake Varnell? Or might he be another 
Lee Harvey Oswald, Timothy McVeigh, or Dylann 
Roof? 

* ‘The NLF was the National Liberation Front of 
South Vietnam, called Viet Cong by the Americans, 
short for Vietnamese Communists. At that point of 
the war, in fact, the NLF was pretty much a spent 
force, having suffered very heavy losses in the strategi- 
cally successful Tet offensive of early 1968. From then 
on the war had come down mainly to a battle between 
the North and the South. 

** ‘They should not be confused with the Commu- 
nist Socialist Workers Party, whose house publica- 
tion online is Zhe Militant. Interestingly, concerning 
the “growing menace” of racism in the country, Seth 
Galinsky of The Militant, in his coverage of the Char- 
lottesville incident, made this observation: 

But it’s simply not true that there is a rise in racism 
or anti-immigrant, anti-Muslim sentiment among the 
working class in the U.S. 

On the contrary, there is less racism, bigotry or sex- 
ism among workers in the U.S. today than at any time 
in U.S. history. The historic conquests of the Black 
rights movement of the 1950s, ’60s and early *70s 
dealt a crushing blow to Jim Crow segregation, pushed 
back racism and changed the United States forever. 
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f Pete Buttigieg wants to estab- 
lish a national mentorship program 
for LGBTQ youth, thus ensuring 
he'll get the chickenhawk vote. 

ft We've come up with a catchy 
name for Mayor Pete’s mentorship 
program: Coaching Catamites. 
Feel free to use it, Pete. 

f “It isn't a slur to suggest that 
[John Henry Cardinal] Newman 
may have been gay,” tweeted Fr. 
James Martin, S.J. on the eve of 
Newman's canonization. In the cir- 
cles Martin travels in, it’s a compli- 
ment. 

f Even Hillary Clinton leads 
Donald Trump in a Fox News poll 
released last month. So what? She 
lead him in all the polls in 2016 
too. 

f Soon to be Out of Work: 
Hunter Biden said he would no 
longer work for foreign-owned 
companies if his father becomes 
president. And if Joe Biden doesn’t 
become president, foreign compa- 
nies will no longer want Hunter to 
work for them. 

f Aren't Broadway Musicals a Ste- 
reotype? “Don't throw away your 
shot! Please chip in any amount 
now to be automatically entered 
to win tickets for you and a guest 
to see Hamilton with my husband 
Chasten. Flights and hotel are on 
us, pleaded Mayor Pete. We're 
not sure if Pete was fund raising or 
pimping, but it’s a threesome we'll 
avoid. 

f Hitler du jour. Saddam Hus- 
sein, Osama bin Laden, Muammar 
al-Gaddafl, and now Abu Bakr 
al-Baghdadi. This seems to be the 
century for repeated American self- 
congratulation on killing the most 
dangerous man on earth, with es- 
pecial glee if he dies “whimpering 
and crying and screaming all the 
way. Who's next? 
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fi ‘Transparency. The 
Trump Administration 
has exposed the inner 
workings of government, 
and it’s ugly. 

fi According to Yahoo! _ 

News, “New research has = 
found that any amount 
of running, and even at a 
slow pace, could be bene- 
ficial for health and could 
help lower an individual’s 
risk of death.” Sorry, but 
a person's risk of death is 
100% whether he runs or not. 
i Propaganda Report. For the 
fourth consecutive year, broadcast 
TV has featured a record percent- 
age of LGBTQ characters, accord- 
ing to the media advocacy group 
GLAAD. And that’s not counting 
Mayor Pete's T'V appearances. 

fi Would it be anti-Semitic to 
suggest that Jonathan Pollard did 
not have dual loyalties? 

f Pie in the Sky. Trump prom- 
ised that Mexico would pay for 
his wall. Elizabeth Warren’s fol- 
lowed his lead, promising that Jeff 
Bezos, Mark Zuckerberg, and the 
other super rich, including Don- 
ald Trump we assume, will pay for 
Medicare for All. 

ft The HRC & Gay Rights. Terry 
Bean, a co-founder of the Human 
Rights Campaign and of the Gay 
and Lesbian Victory Fund, and a 
major fundraiser for Democrats, 
was arrested in Oregon on charges 
of unlawfully paying $200,000 toa 
man to prevent him from testifying 
in court that Bean sexually abused 
him at the age of 15. Aw, come on; 
Bean was just mentoring the boy, 
right Mayor Pete? 

ft Perverted Last Rites. Last 
month, the Washington Post ran a 
puff piece pushing suicide for the 


elderly, or as it called it, Voluntar- 





ily Stopping Eating and Drink- 
ing (VSED), describing in glow- 
ing terms the death of Rosemary 
Bowen, 94, who ended her life vol- 
untarily by fasting. Her daughter 
filmed the eight day process: “In 
the end, helping her mother end 
her life felt like a sacrament. And 
filming it felt empowering.” 

i Ihe new evangelization? Her 
daughter Mary Beth Bowen is 
spreading the good news about 
committing suicide by showing the 
film to seniors. “She thought that 
more people should take advan- 
tage of it,” she said, speaking of her 
mother. “She wanted to show peo- 
ple that it could be peaceful and 
even joyful.” 

f Journalist Eugenio Scalfari 
claims Pope Francis told him that 
Jesus Christ didn’t rise bodily from 
the dead but “in the semblance 
of a spirit.” As with other Scalfari 
reports on his conversations with 
the pope, the Vatican again refuses 
to afhrm or deny whether Francis 
made the statements. Why do we 
wish both of these men would just 
be quiet? 

ft Have a holy Advent and Christ- 


mas Season. 


(/ JAMES G. BRUEN, JR. 
cwbullets@yahoo.com 
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i: Fight the War on Christmas! 


Send your friends and relatives a unique Christmas card from Fidelity Press that 
will remind them that Christmas is not about consumerism, presents, or the latest 
tech gadgets. Christmas zs about the incarnation of Our Lord, Jesus Christ, 
the Eternal Logos. 








Each set includes 24 cards & envelopes with original artwork. 


» FidelityPress.org/christmas 
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